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TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 

Marketing  Practices),  Department 

of  Agriculture 

Part  27 — Cotton  Classification  Under 
Cotton  Futures  Legislation 

Part  28 — Cotton  Standards 

OFFICIAL  COTTON  STANDARDS  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

On  December  29,  1955,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (20  F.  R.  10059)  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendment  of  §§  27.202, 
27.203,  27.204,  and  28.115  of  the  official 
cotton  standards  for  length  of  staple  and 
the  regulations  relating  to  the  official 
cotton  standards  for  grade  and  length  of 
staple  (7  CFR  27.202,  27.203,  27.204,  and 
28.115)  pursuant  to  authority  contained 
in  section  6  of  the  United  States  Cotton 
Standards  Act  (42  Stat.  1518;  7  U.  S.  C. 
56)  and  section  4854  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (68A  Stat.  580;  26 
U.  S.  C.,  Supp.  n,  4854) . 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented  pursuant  to  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  regulations  are  hereby  amended 
as  follows,  effective  June  1,  1957,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Cotton 
Standards  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  cited  above: 

1.  Section  27.202  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  designations  “Below  % ;  and 
substituting  therefor  the  designation 
“Below 

2.  The  first  clause  of  §  27.203  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  deleting  the  designations 

“l1^,”  and  “IV2,"  and  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  word  "and”  before  “IV2”  and  in¬ 
serting  the  word  “and”  before  “1%.” 

3.  Section  27.204  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  27.204  Over  inch  staple.  Cotton 
which  is  more  than  thirteen-sixteenths 
of  an  inch  in  length  of  staple,  but  is  not 
exactly  one  of  the  measurements  speci¬ 
fied  in  §  27.202,  shall  be  designated  by 
that  one  of  such  measurements  which 
comes  nearest  under  its  true  measure¬ 
ment. 


4.  The  second  and  third  undesignated 
paragraphs  of  §  28.115  (a)  are  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “Good  Middling” 
immediately  under  the  heading  “White 
Grades.” 

5.  Section  28.115  (a)  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  terms  “%  inch,”  “1%2 
inches,”  “l11^  inches,”  and  “IV2  inches” 
listed  under  the  heading  “American  Up¬ 
land  Cotton”  with  reference  to  stand¬ 
ards  for  length  of  staple. 

The  primary  purposes  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  are  to  (1)  eliminate  the  staple 
designations  and  “below  %”  and 
establish  the  designation  “below  ^e.” 
(2)  eliminate  the  official  standard  for 
%  inch  staple  length,  and  (3)  eliminate 
the  practical  forms  for  the  staple  lengths 
1%2,  ln/32,  and  IV2  inches  for  upland 
cotton. 

(Sec.  10,  42  Stat.  1519;  7  U.  S.  C.  61.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  6,  42  Stat.  1518,  as  amended, 
sec.  4854,  68A  Stat.  580;  7  U.  S.  C.  56,  26 
U.  S.  C.  4854) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  February  1956. 

[seal]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1679;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:55  a.  m.] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  77] 

Part  914 — Navel  Oranges  Grown  in 
Arizona  and  Designated  Part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia 

limitation  of  handling 

§  914.377  Navel  Orange  Regulation 
77 — (a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  14,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
914),  regulating  the  handling  of  navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  September 
22,  1953,  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
601  et  seq.),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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recommendation  and  information  sub* 
mitted  by  the  Navel  Orange  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee,  established  under  the 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  navel  oranges, 
as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec- 
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tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective  as 
hereinafter  set  forth.  The  Navel  Orange 
Administrative  Committee  held  an  open 
meeting  on  March  1,  1956,  after  giv¬ 
ing  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  navel  oranges 
and  the  need  for  regulation;  interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  was 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
alter  such  meeting  was  held;  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  including  its  effec¬ 
tive  time,  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee,  and 
information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  navel  oranges; 
it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  herein 
specified;  and  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepara¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  persons  subject 
thereto  which  cannot  be  completed  on  or 
before  the  effective  date  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  March  4,  1956,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  March  11, 
1956,  is  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  369,600  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  693,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement; 

(iv)  District  4:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  Navel  oranges  handled  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be 
subject  to  any  size  restrictions  applicable 
thereto  which  have  heretofore  been 
issued  on  the  handling  of  such  oranges 
and  which  are  effective  during  the  period 
specified  herein. 

(3)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “District  4”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order;  and  “carton” 
means  the  standard  one-half  orange, 
grapefruit,  or  lemon  box  set  forth  as 
standard  container  number  58  in  section 
828.83,  as  amended,  of  the  Agricultural 
Code  of  California. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  March  2,  1956. 

tsEALl  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar - 
keting  Service. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  56-1718;  Piled.  Mar.  2,  1956; 

11:18  a.  m.] 


Part  916 — Milk  in  Upstate  Michigan 
Marketing  Area 

ORDER  AMENDING  THE  ORDER  REGULATING 
THE  HANDLING  OF  MILK  IN  THE  UPSTATE 
MICHIGAN  MARKETING  AREA 

§  916.0  Findings  and  determinations. 
The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 


with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order; 
and  all  of  said  previous  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  are  hereby  ratified  and 
affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  findings 
and  determinations  may  be  in  conflict 
with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  8.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  upon  certain  proposed 
amendments  to  the  tentative  marketing 
agreement  and  to  the  order  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Upstate 
Michigan  marketing  area.  Upon  the 
basis  of  the  evidence  introduced  at  such 
hearing  and  the  record  thereof,  it  is 
found  that: 

(1)  The  order  as  hereby  amended,  and 
all  of  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act ; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 
and 

(3)  The  said  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  regulates  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  same  manner  as  and  is  applicable 
only  to  persons  in  the  respective  classes 
of  industrial  and  commercial  activity 
specified  in  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

(4)  It  is  hereby  found  that  the  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  of  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  for  the  maintenance  and  function¬ 
ing  of  such  agency  will  require  the 
payment  by  each  handler,  as  his  pro  rata 
share  of  such  expense  5  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight,  or  such  amount  not  exceed¬ 
ing  5  cents  per  hundredweight  as  the 
Secretary  may  prescribe,  with  respect  to 
(a)  all  receipts  within  the  month  of  milk 
from  producers,  including  milk  of  such 
handler’s  own  production,  (b)  associated 
producer  milk,  and  (c)  any  other  source 
milk  allocated  to  Class  I. 

(b)  Additional  findings.  It  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendatory  order 
effective  on  and  after  March  1,  1956. 
Such  action  is  necessary  in  the  public 
interest  in  order  to  reflect  current  mar¬ 
keting  conditions  and  to  facilitate  the 
orderly  marketing  of  milk  produced  for 
the  Upstate  Michigan  marketing  area. 

Accordingly,  any  further  delay  in  the 
effective  date  of  this  order  will  seriously 
threaten  the  orderly  marketing  of  milk 
in  the  marketing  area.  The  provisions 
of  this  amendatory  order  are  well  known 
to  handlers  and  producers,  the  public 
hearing  having  been  convened  on  Jan¬ 
uary  19,  1956;  a  recommended  decision 
in  this  proceeding,  to  which  interested 
parties  were  given  an  opportunity  to  file 


written  exceptions,  was  filed  on  February 
7,  1956;  and  a  final  decision  was  issued 
on  February  28,  1956. 

Reasonable  time  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  has  been  afforded  persons  af¬ 
fected  to  prepare  for  its  effective  date. 
Therefore,  it  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  delay  the  effective  date 
of  this  amendment  for  30  days  after  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
(See  section  4  (c)  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act,  Public  Law  404,  79th  Con¬ 
gress,  60  Stat.  237.) 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that  handlers  (excluding  coop¬ 
erative  associations  of  producers  who  are 
not  engaged  in  processing,  distributing 
or  shipping  milk  covered  by  this  order 
amending  the  order)  of  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  volume  of  the  milk  covered 
by  this  order  amending  the  order  which 
is  marketed  within  the  said  marketing 
area,  refused  or  failed  to  sign  the  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  said  market¬ 
ing  area,  and  it  is  hereby  further  de¬ 
termined  that: 

(1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of  such 
handlers  to  sign  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  tends  to  prevent  the  effectuation 
of  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  issuance  of  this  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  the  only  practical  means, 
pursuant  to  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act,  of  advancing  the  interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  of  milk  which  is  produced  for  sale 
in  the  said  marketing  area;  and 

(3)  The  issuance  of  this  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  approved  or  favored  by 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  producers,  who 
during  the  determined  representative 
period  (December  1956),  were  engaged 
in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale  in  the 
said  marketing  area. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is 
therefore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the 
effective  date  hereof,  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Upstate  Michigan  marketing 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  as  set  forth  below: 

1.  In  §  916.8  following  the  words,  “di¬ 
verted  from  such  plant  for  the  account 
of  a”,  insert  the  words:  “handler  or  for 
the  account  of  a”. 

2.  Add  a  §  916.14  as  follows: 

§  916.14  Associated  producer.  “Asso¬ 
ciated  producer”  means  a  person  who, 
with  respect  to  any  milk  not  accepted  at 
or  accounted  for  by  a  handler  at  a  fluid 
milk  plant  in  any  month,  meets  all  of 
the  following  qualifications: 

(a)  Produces  milk  in  conformity  with 
the  sanitation  requirements  of  any  duly 
constituted  health  authority  relating  to 
milk  for  consumption  in  the  area  in  the 
form  of  a  fluid  milk  product; 

(b)  Delivered  milk  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  November  which  milk  was  re¬ 
ceived  at  or  diverted  from  a  fluid  milk 
plant;  and 

(c)  Certifies  in  writing  to  the  market 
administrator,  on  or  before  the  first  day 
of  any  month  following  the  first  month  in 
which  any  of  his  milk  is  not  accepted  at 
or  accounted  for  by  a  handler  at  a  fluid 
milk  plant,  that  he  is  ready  and  willing 
to  deliver  his  milk  to  such  fluid  milk 
plant,  and  does  so  perform  in  response 
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to  appropriate  request  from  the  handler 
through  the  market  administrator. 

3.  Add  a  §  916.15  as  follows: 

§  916.15  Associated  “producer  milk. 
“Associated  producer  milk”  means  that 
portion  of  the  milk  produced  by  one  or 
more  associated  producers  which  is  not 
accepted  at  or  accounted  for  by  a  handler 
at  a  fluid  milk  plant  and  which  milk  is 
sold  for  manufacturing  purposes. 

4.  Add  a  §  916.22  (j)  as  follows: 

(j)  On  or  before  the  8th  day  of  the 
delivery  month,  furnish  to  each  handler 
operating  a  fluid  milk  plant  the  names 
and  addresses  of  any  associated  pro¬ 
ducers  who  have  declared  their  will¬ 
ingness  to  deliver  milk  to  such  plant 
pursuant  to  §  916.14. 

5.  Add  a  §  916.22  (k)  as  follows: 

(k)  On  or  before  the  12th  day  follow¬ 
ing  the  delivery  month  notify  each  han¬ 
dler  of  the  quantity  and  butterfat  test  of 
associated  producer  milk  assigned  to 
such  handler  and  the  amount  to  be  re¬ 
mitted  to  the  market  administrator 
therefor  pursuant  to  §  916.70  (c) . 

6.  Add  a  §  916.31  (c)  as  follows: 

(c)  Each  associated  producer  shall 
submit  to  the  market  administrator  (1) 
on  or  before  the  5th  day  following  the 
delivery  month,  a  statement  of  the  quan¬ 
tity  and  butterfat  test  of  his  milk  sold  for 
manufacturing  purposes,  and  (2)  on  or 
before  the  20th  day  following  such  de¬ 
livery  month,  payment  statements, 
weight  slips,  or  other  acceptable  evidence 
to  verify  the  quantity  and  butterfat  test 
of  milk  sold  for  manufacturing  purposes. 

7.  Change  §  916.61  to  read  as  follows: 

§  916.61  Computation  of  uniform 
price.  For  such  month  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  compute  for  each 
handler  a  “uniform  price”  per  hundred¬ 
weight  of  producer  milk  of  3.5  percent 
butterfat  content  delivered  to  plants  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  marketing  area,  as  follows: 

(a)  To  the  value  computed  pursuant 
to  §  916.60  add  an  amount  equal  to  the 
total  value  of  the  location  differentials 
computed  pursuant  to  §  916.72; 

(b)  Add  the  value,  at  the  Class  II 
price,  of  the  quantity  of  associated  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  reported  pursuant  to  §  916.31 

(c)  (1); 

(c)  Subtract  from  the  value  of  milk 
computed  for  such  handler  pursuant  to 
§  916.60  and  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  if  the  weighted  average  butterfat 
test  of  all  milk  represented  by  such  value 
is  greater  than  3.5  percent  or  add,  if  the 
weighted  average  butterfat  test  of  such 
milk  is  less  than  3.5  percent,  an  amount 
computed  by  multiplying  the  total 
pounds  of  butterfat  represented  by  the 
difference  of  such  weighted  average 
butterfat  test  from  3.5  percent,  by  the 
butterfat  differential  computed  pursuant 
to  §  916.71  multiplied  by  10; 

(d)  Adjust  the  resulting  amount  by 
the  sum  of  money  used  in  adjusting  the 
uniform  price,  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(f )  of  this  section  for  the  previous  month 
to  the  nearest  cent; 

(e)  Divide  the  result  by  the  total  hun¬ 
dredweight  of  (1)  the  producer  milk 
represented  by  the  amount  computed 
pursuant  to  §  916.60,  and  (2)  the  asso¬ 


ciated  producer  milk  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section; 

(f)  Adjust  the  resulting  figure  to  the 
nearest  cent. 

8.  Add  a  §  916.62  (d)  as  follows: 

(d)  The  amounts  to  be  paid  to  the 
market  administrator  for  associated  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  pursuant  to  §  916.70  (c) . 

9.  In  §  916.70  (b)  (1)  change  the 

phrase  “and  submit  to  the  cooperative 
association  written  information”  to 
read  “and  submit  to  the  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation,  on  or  before  the  10th  day  of 
each  month,  written  information”. 

10.  Add  a  §  916.70  (c)  as  follows: 

(c)  Payments  for  associated  producer 
milk.  (1)  On  or  before  the  15th  day 
after  the  end  of  each  month  each  handler 
having  associated  producer  milk  shall 
remit  to  the  market  administrator  for 
payment  to  associated  producers,  an 
amount  computed  by  multiplying  the 
quantity  of  associated  producer  milk  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  §  916.22  (k)  by  the 
difference  between  such  handler’s  uni¬ 
form  price  as  determined  pursuant  to 
§  916.61  and  the  Class  II  price  determined 
pursuant  to  §  916.52. 

(2 )  Such  amounts  shall  be  maintained 
by  the  market  administrator  in  a  sepa¬ 
rate  fund  out  of  which  he  shall,  on  or 
before  the  25th  day  after  the  end  of  each 
delivery  month,  make  payments  to  as- . 
sociated  producers  on  the  basis  of  the 
verifiable  quantity  records  submitted  by 
them  pursuant  to  §  916.31  (c)  (2). 

11.  Revise  §  916.72  to  read  as  follows: 

§  916.72  Producer  location  adjust¬ 
ments.  In  making  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers,  to  cooperative  associations  or  to 
the  market  administrator  on  behalf  of 
associated  producers  pursuant  to  §  916.70 
a  handler  may  deduct,  with  respect  to 
all  milk  received  by  him  from  producers 
or  assigned  as  associated  producer  milk 
at  a  plant  located  by  shortest  highway 
distance  as  determined  by  the  market 
administrator,  more  than  90  miles  from 
the  courthouse  in  either  Gaylord  or 
Traverse  City  the  amount  per  hundred¬ 
weight  applicable  to  the  plant  as  set 
forth  in  §  916.54. 

12.  Revise  §  916.73  to  read  as  follows: 

§  916.73  Expense  of  administration. 
As  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  expense  of 
administration  of  this  part,  each  han¬ 
dler  shall  pay  to  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  on  or  before  the  13th  day  after  the 
end  of  each  month  5  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight,  or  such  amount  not  exceeding  5 
cents  per  hundredweight  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  prescribe,  with  respect  to  (a) 
all  receipts  within  the  month  of  milk 
from  producers,  including  milk  of  such 
handler’s  own  production,  (b)  associated 
producer  milk,  and  (c)  any  other  source 
milk  allocated  to  Class  I  pursuant  to 
§§  916.46  and  916.47. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  February  1956,  to  be  effective  on 
and  after  March  1,  1956. 

[seal]  Earl  L.  Butz, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1640;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.J 


[Grapefruit  Reg.  238] 

Part  933 — Oranges,  Grapefruit,  and 
Tangerines  Grown  in  Florida 

LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 

§  933.775  Grapefruit  Regulation  238 — 
(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  33,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
933) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  and  tangerines  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and 
upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  committees  established  under  the 
aforesaid  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  and  upon  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  grapefruit,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  proce¬ 
dure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
this  section  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(60  Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  be¬ 
cause  the  time  intervening  between  the 
date  when  information  upon  which  this 
section  is  based  became  available  and  the 
time  when  this  section  must  become  ef¬ 
fective  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  is  permitted,  under  the 
circumstances,  for  preparation  for  such 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
not  later  than  March  5,  1956.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  State 
of  Florida,  are  presently  subject  to  regu¬ 
lation  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant  to 
the  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  will  so  continue  until 
March  5,  1956;  the  recommendation  and 
supporting  information  for  continued 
regulation  subsequent  to  March  4, 
1956,  were  promptly  submitted  to  the  De¬ 
partment  after  an  open  meeting  of  the 
Growers  Administrative  Committee  on 
February  28, 1956;  such  meeting  was  held 
to  consider  recommendations  for  regula¬ 
tion,  after  giving  due  notice  of  such 
meeting,  and  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  their 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  including  the  effective  time 
hereof,  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendations  of  the  committees,  and 
information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  grapefruit;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
continued  regulation  of  the  handling  of 
grapefruit;  and  compliance  with  this 
section  will  not  require  any  special  prep¬ 
aration  on  the  part  of  persons  subject 
thereto  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  March  5, 
1956,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
March  19,  1956,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(i)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  State  of  Florida,  which  are  not  ma- 
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ture  and  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  1 
Bronze; 

(ii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
Regulation  Area  I,  which  are  not  mature 
and  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  1 

Bronze; 

(iii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
Regulation  Area  II,  which  are  not  ma¬ 
ture  and  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  2 ; 

(iv)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
Regulation  Area  II,  which  are  mature 
and  which  grade  U.  S.  No.  2  or  U.  S. 
No.  2  Bright  unless  such  seedless  grape¬ 
fruit  (a)  are  in  the  same  container  with 
seedless  grapefruit  which  grade  at  least 
U.  S.  No.  1  Russet  and  (b)  are  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  40  percent,  by  count,  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  all  seedless  grapefruit  in  such 
container; 

(v)  Any  white  seeded  grapefruit, 
grown  in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are 
of  a  size  smaller  than  a  size  that  will 
pack  70  grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  a  standard 
pack,  in  a  standard  nailed  box; 

(vi)  Any  pink  seeded  grapefruit, 
grown  in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are 
of  a  size  smaller  than  a  size  that  will 
pack  80  grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  a  standard 
pack,  in  a  standard  nailed  box;  or 

(vii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  State  of  Florida,  which  are  of  a  size 
smaller  than  a  size  that  will  pack  96 
grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  in 
a  standard  nailed  box. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handler,” 
“ship,”  “Growers  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,”  “Regulation  Area  I,”  and  “Regu¬ 
lation  Area  II,”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order;  the 
terms  “U.  S.  No.  1  Bronze,”  “U.  S.  No.  2,” 
“U.  S.  No.  2  Bright,”  “standard  pack,” 
and  “standard  nailed  box”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the  re¬ 
vised  United  States  Standards  for  Flor¬ 
ida  Grapefruit  (§§  51.750-51.790  of  this 
title) ;  and  the  term  “mature”  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  set  forth  in  section 

601.16  Florida  Statutes,  Chapters  26492 
and  28090,  known  as  the  Florida  Citrus 
Code  of  1949,  as  supplemented  by  section 

601.17  (Chapters  25149  and  28090)  and 
also  by  section  601.18,  as  amended  on 
June  2,  1955  (Chapter  29760). 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  February  29, 1956. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1676;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


[Orange  Reg.  292] 

Part  933 — Oranges,  Grapefruit,  and 
Tangerines  Grown  in  Florida 

limitation  of  shipments 

§  933.776  Orange  Regulation  292 — 
(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  33,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
933) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  and  tangerines  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  effective  under  the 


applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and 
upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  committees  established  under  the 
aforesaid  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  and  upon  other  available 
information,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  all  Florida 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  section  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(60  Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.) 
because  the  time  intervening  between 
the  date  when  information  upon  which 
this  section  is  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient;  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  prepara¬ 
tion  for  such  effective  time;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  provisions 
hereof  effective  not  later  than  March  5, 
1956.  Shipments  of  all  oranges,  grown 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  are  presently 
subject  to  regulation  by  grades  and  sizes, 
pursuant  to  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  will  so  con¬ 
tinue  until  March  5,  1956;  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  supporting  informa¬ 
tion  for  continued  regulation  subsequent 
to  March  4,  1956,  were  promptly 

submitted  to  the  Department  after  an 
open  meeting  of  the  Growers  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  on  February  28,  1956, 
such  meeting  was  held  to  consider  recom¬ 
mendations  for  regulation,  after  giving 
due  notice  of  such  meeting,  and  inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  their  views  at  this  meet¬ 
ing;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  the  effective  time  hereof,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  oranges;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for 
the  continued  regulation  of  the  han¬ 
dling  of  all  oranges,  and  compliance  with 
this  section  will  not  require  any  special 
preparation  on  the  part  of  the  persons 
subject  thereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  March  5, 
1956,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
March  19, 1956,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(i)  Any  oranges,  including  Temple 
oranges,  grown  in  the  State  of  Florida, 
which  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  1 
Russet; 

(ii)  Any  oranges,  except  Temple 
oranges  and  Valencia,  Lue  Gim  Gong, 
or  similar  late-maturing  oranges  of  the 
Valencia  type,  grown  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than 
a  size  that  will  pack  288  oranges,  packed 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
a  standard  pack,  in  a  standard  1% 
bushel  nailed  box;  or 


(iii)  Any  Valencia,  Lue  Gim  Gong,  or 
similar  late-maturing  oranges  of  the 
Valencia  type,  grown  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  which  are  (a)  of  a  size  larger 
than  the  size  that  will  pack  150  oranges, 
or  (b)  of  a  size  smaller  than  the  size 
that  will  pack  288  oranges,  packed  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  a 
standard  pack,  in  a  standard  1%  bushel 
nailed  box. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  terms 
“handler,”  “ship,”  and  “Growers  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee”  shall  each  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order;  and  the  terms  “U.  S.  No.  1  Rus¬ 
set,”  “standard  pack,”  and  “standard 
1%  bushel  nailed  box”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Florida  Or¬ 
anges  and  Tangelos  (§§  51.1140-51.1186 
of  this  title,  20  F.  R.  7205) . 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated :  February  29,  1956. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1677;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:55  a.  m.] 


[Tangerine  Reg.  170] 

Part  933 — Oranges,  Grapefruit,  and 
Tangerines  Grown  in  Florida 

LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 

§  933.777  Tangerine  Regulation  170 — 
(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  33,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
933) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  and  tangerines  grown  in 
the  State  of  Florida,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and 
upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  committees  established  under  the 
aforesaid  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  and  upon  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  it  is  hereby  found  that 
the  limitation  of  shipments  of  tange¬ 
rines,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat. 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  effective 
not  later  than  March  5,  1956.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  tangerines,  grown  in  the  State 
of  Florida,  are  presently  subject  to  reg¬ 
ulation  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant  to 
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the  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order  and  will  so  continue  until 
March  5,  1956;  the  recommendation 
and  supporting  information  for  contin¬ 
ued  regulation  subsequent  to  March 
4,  1956,  was  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  an  open  meeting  of  the 
Growers  Administrative  Committee  on 
February  28, 1956;  such  meeting  was  held 
to  consider  recommendations  for  regula¬ 
tion,  after  giving  due  notice  of  such 
meeting,  and  interested  persons  were 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit  their 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  provisions 
of  this  section,  including  the  effective 
time  hereof,  are  identical  with  the  afore¬ 
said  recommendation  of  the  committee, 
and  information  concerning  such  provi¬ 
sions  and  effective  time  has  been  dis¬ 
seminated  among  handlers  of  such 
tangerines;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  hereinafter  set  forth  so  as  to 
provide  for  the  continued  regulation  of 
the  handling  of  tangerines,  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  thereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t„  March  5, 
1956,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
March  19,  1956,  no  handler  shall  ship; 

(1)  Any  tangerines,  grown  in  the  State 
of  Florida,  that  do  not  grade  at  least 
U.  S.  No.  2; 

(ii)  Any  tangerines,  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  which  grade  U.  S. 
Fancy,  U.  S.  No.  1,  U.  S.  No.  1  Bronze  or 
U.  S.  No.  1  Russet,  that  are  of  a  size 
smaller  than  the  size  that  will  pack  246 
tangerines,  packed  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  in 
a  half -standard  box  (inside  dimensions 
9 V2  x  9%  x  19%  inches;  capacity  1,726 
cubic  inches) ;  or 

(iii)  Any  tangerines  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  which  grade  U.  S.  No. 
2,  that  are  (a)  of  a  size  larger  than  the 
size  that  will  pack  176  tangerines,  or  ( b ) 
of  a  size  smaller  than  the  size  that  will 
pack  210  tangerines,  packed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  a  standard 
pack,  in  a  half-standard  box  (inside  di¬ 
mensions  9%  x  9V2  x  19%  inches;  ca¬ 
pacity  1,726  cubic  inches). 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “han¬ 
dler,”  “ship,”  and  “Growers  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order;  and 
the  terms  “U.  S.  Fancy,”  “U.  S.  No.  1,” 
“U.  S.  No.  1  Bronze,”  “U.  S.  No.  1  Rus¬ 
set,”  “U.  S.  No.  2,”  and  “standard  pack” 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  revised  United  States  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Florida  Tangerines  (§§51.1810 
to  51.1836  of  this  title). 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  February  29,  1956. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

JF.  R.  Doc.  56-1678;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:55  a.  m.J 


Part  953 — Lemons  Grown  in  California 
and  Arizona 

LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 

§  953.738  Lemon  Regulation  631 — (a) 
Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  53,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  953; 
20  F.  R.  8451),  regulating  the  handling 
of  lemons  grown  in  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  or  in  the  State  of  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
601  et  seq.),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  lim¬ 
itation  of  the  quantity  of  such  lemons 
which  may  be  handled,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat. 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  provisions  hereof  effective  as 
hereinafter  set  forth.  Shipments  of 
lemons,  grown  in  the  State  of  California 
or  in  the  State  of  Arizona,  are  currently 
subject  to  regulation  pursuant  to  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der;  the  recommendation  and  support¬ 
ing  information  for  regulation  during 
the  period  specified  herein  was  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  an 
open  meeting  of  the  Lemon  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee  on  February  29,  1956, 
such  meeting  was  held,  after  giving  due 
notice  thereof  to  consider  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  regulation,  and  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  their  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  hereinafter  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  thereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  t!'"  effective  time  thereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of 
lemons  grown  in  the  State  of  California 
or  in  the  State  of  Arizona  which  may 
be  handled  during  the  period  beginning 
at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  March  4,  1956,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  March  11, 
1956,  is  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(i)  District  1:  9,300  cartons; 


(ii)  District  2:  199,950  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 
(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 

“District  1,”  “District  2,”  and  “District 
3”  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order;  and  “carton” 
means  the  standard  one-half  orange, 
grapefruit  or  lemon  box  set  forth  as 
standard  container  number  58  in  section 
828.83,  as  amended,  of  the  Agricultural 
Code  of  California. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  March  1, 1956. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1710;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


TITLE  10— ATOMIC  ENERGY 

Chapter  I — Atomic  Energy 
Commission 

Part  8 — Interpretations 

A  new  part  is  hereby  added  to  the 
regulations  in  Title  10,  Chapter  1,  CFR, 
to  contain  interpretations  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954  (68  Stat.  919)  and 
of  regulations  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  issued  thereunder. 

§  8.1  Interpretation  of  section  152  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954;  opinion 
of  the  General  Counsel,  (a)  Inquiries 
have  been  received  as  to  the  applicabil¬ 
ity  of  the  provisions  of  section  152  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954  (68  Stat.  944) 
to  inventions  or  discoveries  made  or  con¬ 
ceived  in  the  course  of  activities  under 
licenses  issued  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission. 

(b)  In  my  opinion  a  license  issued  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  is  not  a 
“contract,  subcontract,  arrangement  or 
other  relationship  with  the  Commission” 
as  those  terms  are  used  in  section  152  of 
the  act.  Hence,  the  mere  fact  that  an 
invention  or  discovery  is  made  by  a 
licensee  in  the  course  of  activities  au¬ 
thorized  by  a  license  would  not  give  the 
Commission  rights  under  section  152  with 
respect  to  such  invention  or  discovery. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  a  licensee  has  en¬ 
tered  into  a  “contract,  subcontract,  ar¬ 
rangement  or  other  relationship  with  the 
Commission,”  inventions  or  discoveries 
made  or  conceived  by  the  licensee  under 
the  contract  or  other  relationship  would 
come  within  the  purview  of  section  152. 

(c)  As  used  in  this  section,  “license” 
means  a  license  issued  pursuant  to 
Chapter  6  (Special  Nuclear  Material),  7 
(Source  Material),  8  (Byproduct  Ma¬ 
terial)  or  10  (Atomic  Energy  Licenses) 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  or  a 
construction  permit  issued  pursuant  to 
section  185  of  the  act. 

Dated:  February  1, 1956. 

William  Mitchell, 
General  Counsel, 

U.  S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1715;  Filed,  Mar.  1,  1956; 

5:11  p.  m.J 


Saturday ,  March  3,  1956 

TITLE  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  6349] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and 

Desist  Orders 

WILLIAM  E.  BROWN  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.170  Qualities  or  prop¬ 
erties  of  product  or  service. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  15  U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order, 
William  E.  Brown  et  al.  d.  b.  a.  The  Dioptron 
Company  (Milwaukee,  Wis.)  et  al..  Docket 
6349,  February  18,  1956] 

In  the  Matter  of  William  E.  Broum  and 
John  R.  Seeger,  Copartners,  Doing 
Business  as  The  Dioptron  Company; 
and  Joseph  Breck  &  Sons  Corporation, 
a  Corporation;  and  Luther  A.  Breck, 
Jr.,  James  Shiels  and  Clarence  Wells, 
Individually  and  as  Officers  of  Said 
Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  upon  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission — charging  the  manufac¬ 
turers  of  a  fly  trap  and  baiting  fluid 
designated  respectively  as  “Big  Stinky 
Ply  Trap”  and  “Big  Stinky  Control 
Fluid”,  and  their  exclusive  distributor 
in  the  New  England  Area,  with  adver¬ 
tising  falsely  that  use  of  said  products 
would  eliminate  flies,  prevent  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  disease  caused  by  flies,  and  pre¬ 
vent  polio,  and  that  the  fly  trap  was 
nationally  approved  for  use  by  the  Boy 
Scouts — and  an  agreement  for  the  entry 
of  a  consent  settlement  signed  by  the 
corporate  distributor  which  was  accepted 
and  the  order  contained  therein  included 
in  the  final  order,  below  set  forth. 

With  respect  to  the  remainder  of  the 
proceeding,  respondent  manufacturers 
having  filed  their  answer,  the  hearing 
examiner  made  his  initial  decision,1  in¬ 
cluding  findings 1  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist,  which,  by  the  Commission’s  order 
of  February  17,  1956,  became,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  18,  1956,  the  “Decision  of  the  Com¬ 
mission”. 

Said  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows; 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondents  Wil¬ 
liam  E.  Brown  and  John  R.  Seeger,  co¬ 
partners,  doing  business  as  The  Dioptron 
Company ;  and  Joseph  Breck  &  Sons  Cor¬ 
poration,  a  corporation,  and  its  officers; 
and  Luther  A.  Breck,  Jr.,  James  Shiels 
and  Clarence  Wells,  individually  and  as 
officers  of  said  corporation,  and  respond¬ 
ents’  agents,  representatives,  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corpo¬ 
rate  or  other  device,  in  the  offering  for 
sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  the  fly  trap 
and  baiting  fluid  designated  respectively 
as  “Big  Stinky  Fly  Trap”  and  “Big 
Stinky  Control  Fluid,”  or  by  any  other 
name  or  names,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from  representing,  directly  or  by 
implication,  that  the  use  of  their  said 
products  will: 

1.  Eliminate  flies. 
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2.  Prevent  the  possibility  of  disease 
caused  by  flies. 

3.  Prevent  polio. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  com¬ 
plaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dis¬ 
missed  as  to  the  allegation  in  Paragraph 
Six  thereof  [charging  that  said  manu¬ 
facturers  stated  falsely  in  advertising 
that  “Big  Stinky  Fly  Trap  is  the  Fly 
Trap  that  was  nationally  approved  for 
use  for  the  Boy  Scouts”]. 

By  said  “Decision  of  the  Commission”, 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this  or¬ 
der,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  they  have  com¬ 
plied  with  the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  February  17,  1956. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1667;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


[Docket  5825] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

beltone  hearing  aid  co. 

Subpart — Dealing  on  exclusive  and  ty¬ 
ing  basis:  §  13.670  Dealing  on  exclusive 
and  tying  basis. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  3,  38  Stat.  731;  15 
U.  S.  C.  14)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Beltone 
Hearing  Aid  Company,  Chicago,  Ill.,  Docket 
5825,  February  16,  1956] 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  Webster 
Ballinger,  hearing  examiner,  upon  the 
complaint  of  the  Commission — charging 
one  of  the  leading  manufacturers  of 
wearable  hearing  aids  in  the  United 
States  with  the  violation  of  section  3  of 
the  Clayton  Act  through  selling  its  hear¬ 
ing  aids  to  distributors  on  condition  that 
they  not  use  or  deal  in  hearing  aids  of 
its  competitors — and  answer,  which  re¬ 
spondent  later  withdrew  by  filing  an  ad¬ 
mission  answer,  subsequent  to  which  the 
hearing  examiner  issued  his  initial  deci¬ 
sion. 

Thereafter,  on  motion  of  respondent, 
the  Commission  issued  its  order  setting 
aside  the  initial  decision,  granting  re¬ 
spondent  leave  to  file  an  amended  and 
supplemental  answer,  and  remanding  the 
matter  to  the  hearing  examiner  for  fur¬ 
ther  proceedings. 

Due  to  retirement  of  Hearing  Exam¬ 
iner  Ballinger,  and  prior  to  the  taking 
of  any  testimony,  the  Commission  ap¬ 
pointed  Earl  J.  Kolb  as  hearing  exam¬ 
iner  in  Mr.  Ballinger’s  place. 

Thereafter  evidence  was  taken  in 
hearings  de  novo  and  the  hearing  exam¬ 
iner  made  his  initial  decision,  including 
findings 1  and  conclusions 1  and  order  to 
cease  and  desist.  The  Commission  de¬ 
nied  respondent’s  appeal  therefrom  per 
curiam,  and  in  its  “Final  Order”  of  Feb- 
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ruary  16,  1956,  adopted  the  initial  deci¬ 
sion  as  its  decision,  as  follows: 

Respondent  Beltone  Hearing  Aid  Com¬ 
pany  having  filed  on  May  23,  1955,  its 
appeal  from  the  initial  decision  of  the 
hearing  examiner  in  this  proceeding;  and 
the  matter  having  been  heard  by  the 
Commission  on  briefs  and  oral  argu¬ 
ment;  and  the  Commission  having  ren¬ 
dered  its  decision  denying  the  appeal 
and  adopting  the  initial  decision  as  the 
decision  of  the  Commission: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Beltone 
Hearing  Aid  Company  shall,  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  service  upon  it  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  it  has  com¬ 
plied  with  the  order  contained  in  said 
initial  decision. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Beltone 
Hearing  Aid  Company,  a  corporation,  and 
its  officers,  agents,  representatives  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  distri¬ 
bution  of  hearing  aids  or  other  similar 
or  related  products  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Clayton 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Selling  or  making  any  contract  or 
agreement  for  the  sale  of  any  such  prod¬ 
ucts  on  the  condition,  agreement  or  un¬ 
derstanding  that  the  purchaser  thereof 
shall  not  use,  or  deal  in,  or  sell  hearing 
aids  or  other  similar  or  related  products 
supplied  by  any  competitor  or  competi¬ 
tors  of  respondent. 

2.  Enforcing  or  continuing  in  opera¬ 
tion  or  effect  any  condition,  agreement 
or  understanding  in,  or  in  connection 
with,  any  existing  contract  of  sale,  which 
condition,  agreement  or  understanding 
is  to  the  effect  that  the  purchaser  of  said 
products  shall  not  use  or  deal  in  hearing 
aids  or  other  similar  or  related  products 
supplied  by  any  competitor  or  competi¬ 
tors  of  respondent. 

Issued:  February  16, 1956. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1668;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[Docket  6185] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

BROADWAY  GIFT  CO. 

Subpart — Using,  selling,  or  supplying 
lottery  devices:  §  13.2475  Devices  for  lot¬ 
tery  selling;  §  13.2480  In  merchandising. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Carl 
Drath  t.  a.  Broadway  Gift  Company,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  Docket  6185,  February  16,  1956] 

In  the  Matter  of  Carl  Drath,  an  Individ¬ 
ual  Trading  as  Broadway  Gift  Com¬ 
pany 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  upon  the  complaint  of  the 


‘Filed  as  part  of  original  document. 
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Commission — charging  an  individual 
with  supplying  push  and  pull  cards  to 
prospective  operators  for  use  in  the  sale 
of  his  watches,  cameras,  novelties,  etc., 
to  the  public — respondent’s  answer,  evi¬ 
dence,  oral  argument,  and  proposed  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions. 

Upon  this  basis,  the  hearing  examiner 
made  his  initial  decision,  including  or¬ 
der  to  cease  and  desist,  from  which  re¬ 
spondent  appealed.  The  Commission 
denied  the  appeal  and  affirmed  the 
initial  decision  in  its  “Pinal  Order”  of 
February  16,  1956,  as  follows: 

This  matter  having  been  heard  by  the 
Commission  upon  respondent’s  appeal 
from  the  hearing  examiner’s  initial  de¬ 
cision,  and  briefs  and  oral  argument  of 
counsel  in  support  thereof  and  in  op¬ 
position  thereto;  and 

The  Commission  having  rendered  its 
decision  denying  respondent’s  appeal 
and  affirming  the  initial  decision: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  it  has  complied  with  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  respondent, 
Carl  Drath,  individually  and  trading 
as  Broadway  Gift  Company,  or  trading 
under  any  other  name,  and  his  agents, 
representatives  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  de¬ 
vice,  in  connection  with  the  offering  for 
sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  any  merchan¬ 
dise  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from: 

1.  Supplying  to  or  placing  in  the  hands 
of  others  pull  cards,  push  cards  or  any 
other  devices  which  are  designed  or  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  in  the  sale  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  respondent’s  merchandise  to  the 
public  by  means  of  a  game  of  chance, 
gift  enterprise  or  lottery  scheme. 

2.  Selling  or  otherwise  disposing  of 
any  merchandise  by  means  of  a  game  of 
chance,  gift  enterprise  or  lottery  scheme. 

Issued:  February  16,  1956. 


2.  Section  382.13  Appeals,  paragraph 
(d)  Effect  of  appeal  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

(d)  Effect  of  appeal.  The  taking  of 
an  appeal  shall  not  stay  the  operation 
of  any  order.  The  decision  of  the  Ap¬ 
peals  Board  shall  be  final  and  shall  be 
promptly  transmitted  to  the  respondent. 

3.  Part  382  is  amended  by  adding  new 
§§  382.15  and  382.16  to  read  as  follows: 

§  382.15  Indefinite  suspensions,  (a) 
Whenever  it  is  impracticable  for  the 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  to  sub¬ 
poena  a  person  in  the  course  of  an  inves¬ 
tigation  or  other  action,  interrogatories 
may  be  sent  to  that  person.  If  any  per¬ 
son  fails  or  refuses  to  answer  or  furnish 
written  information  or  documents  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  these  interrogatories  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Foreign  Commerce  may  without 
prior  notice  issue  an  order,  as  provided 
in  §  382.1,  denying  export  privileges  to 
such  person.  This  order  shall  remain  in 
effect  until  such  person  shall  respond  to 
the  interrogatories  or  shall  give  adequate 
reasons  to  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  for  his  failure  or  refusal  to 
respond. 

(b)  The  procedure  regarding  applica¬ 
tions  for  indefinite  suspension  orders 
and  motions  to  vacate  or  modify  such 
orders  shall  conform  substantially  to 
that  provided  for  temporary  suspen¬ 
sion  orders  by  §§  382.11  (b)  (2)  and 
382.11  (c). 

§  382.16  Publication  of  orders.  All 
orders  denying  export  privileges  and  all 
decisions  of  the  Appeals  Board  in  appeals 
under  §  382.13  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  issuance. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  March  3, 1956. 

(Sec.  3,  63  Stat.  7,  as  amended;  50  U.  S.  C. 
App.  2023.  E.  O.  9630,  10  F.  R.  12245,  3  CFR, 
1945  Supp.,  E.  O.  9919,  13  F.  R.  59,  3  CFR, 
1948  Supp.) 

Loring  K.  Macy, 
Director, 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1665;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.) 


TITLE  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 


Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1669;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


TITLE  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce,  Department  of  Commerce 

Subchapter  B— Export  Regulations 

[7th  Gen.  Rev.  of  Export  Regs.,  Amdt.  53] 

Part  382 — Denial  or  Suspension  of 
Export  Privileges 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

1.  Section  382.9  Disposition  is  amended 
by  deleting  the  last  sentence  thereof. 


Part  120 — Tolerances  and  Exemptions 
From  Tolerances  for  Pesticide  Chem¬ 
icals  in  or  on  Raw  Agricultural  Com¬ 
modities 

TOLERANCE  FOR  RESIDUES  OF  THIRAM 

A  petition  was  filed  with  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  requesting  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  thiram  in  or  on  apples. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  cer¬ 
tified  that  this  pesticide  chemical  is  use¬ 
ful  for  the  purposes  for  which  a  tolerance 
is  being  established. 

After  consideration  of  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  petition  and  other  relevant 
material  which  show  that  the  tolerance 
established  in  this  order  will  protect  the 


public  health,  and  by  virtue  of  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  by  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408 
(d)  (2) ,  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a  (d) 
(2) )  and  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  by  the  Secretary  (21 
CFR  120.7  (g) ) ,  the  regulations  for  tol¬ 
erances  for  pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on 
raw  agricultural  commodities  (21  CFR 
Part  120)  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  120.101  Specific  tolerances  for 
pesticide  residues  in  or  on  fresh  fruits 
and  vegetables,  paragraph  (c)  (4)  is 
changed  to  read: 

(4)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section, 
the  following  compounds  are  members  of 
the  class  of  dithiocarbamates: 

Ferbam. 

Maneb. 

Thiram. 

Ziram. 

Zineb. 

2.  Part  120  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  section: 

§  120.132  Tolerance  for  residues  o/ 
thiram.  A  tolerance  of  3  parts  per  mil- 
lion  is  established  for  residues  of  thiram 
(tetramethyl  thiuram  disulfide)  in  or  on 
apples. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  order  may,  at 
any  time  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  from 
the  effective  date  thereof,  file  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  Room  5440,  330 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.,  written  objections  thereto.  Ob¬ 
jections  shall  show  wherein  the  person 
filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by  this 
order,  specify  with  particularity  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  deemed  objectionable 
and  reasonable  grounds  for  the  objec¬ 
tions,  and  request  a  public  hearing  upon 
the  objections.  Objections  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof.  All  documents  shall 
be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  408,  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a) 

Dated:  February  28, 1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1674;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


Part  120 — Tolerances  and  Exemptions 
From  Tolerances  for  Pesticide  Chem¬ 
icals  in  or  on  Raw  Agricultural  Com¬ 
modities 

TOLERANCE  FOR  RESIDUES  OF  LINDANE 

A  petition  was  filed  with  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  requesting  the 
establishment  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  lindane  in  or  on  mushrooms. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  cer¬ 
tified  that  this  pesticide  chemical  is  use¬ 
ful  for  the  purposes  for  which  a  tolerance 
is  being  established.  ' 

After  consideration  of  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  petition  and  other  relevant 
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material  which  show  that  the  tolerance 
established  in  this  order  will  protect  the 
public  health,  and  by  virtue  of  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  by  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408 
(d)  (2),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a  (d) 
(2))  and  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  by  the  Secretary  (21 
CFR  120.7  (g) ) ,  the  regulations  for  toler¬ 
ances  for  pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities  (21  CFR  Part 
120)  are  amended  by  adding  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  section: 

§  120.133  Tolerance  for  residues  of 
lindane.  A  tolerance  of  10  parts  per  mil¬ 
lion  is  established  for  residues  of  lindane 
(gamma  isomer  of  benzene  hexachloride) 
in  or  on  mushrooms. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversly  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may,  at  any 
time  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  from  the 
effective  date  thereof,  file  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  Room  5440,  330 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.,  written  objections  thereto. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  person 
filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by  this 
order,  specify  with  particularity  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  deemed  objectionable 
and  reasonable  grounds  for  the  objec¬ 
tions,  and  request  a  public  hearing  upon 
the  objections.  Objections  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in 
support  thereof.  All  documents  shall  be 
filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  408,  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a) 

Dated:  February  28, 1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1673;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


Part  130 — Drugs  Exempted  From  Pre¬ 
scription  -  Dispensing  Requirements 
of  Section  503  (b)  (1)  (C)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 

exemption  of  sodium  fluoride  denti¬ 
frices  FROM  PRESCRIPTION-DISPENSING 
REQUIREMENTS 

There  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  20,  1956  (21  F.  R. 
431),  a  notice  and  text  of  a  proposed 
amendment  to  §  130.1  Exemption  for  cer¬ 
tain  drugs  limited  by  new-drug  applica¬ 
tions  to  prescription  sale.  No  comments 
nor  objections  were  filed  to  the  exemp¬ 
tion  from  prescription-dispensing  re¬ 
quirements  of  sodium  fluoride  dentifrices 
meeting  the  conditions  set  out  in  the 
proposed  amendment  within  the  30-day 
period  stipulated  in  the  above-referenced 
notice,  and  the  amendment  set  out  below 
is  hereby  ordered,  without  change,  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

No  action  is  being  taken  at  this  time 
on  the  proposal  to  exempt  certain  hydro¬ 
cortisone  and  hydrocortisone  acetate 
preparations  from  prescription-dispens- 
No.  43 - 2 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

ing  requirements,  since  further  consid¬ 
eration  is  being  given  to  this  matter. 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.  S.  C.  371.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  secs.  503,  505,  52  Stat. 
1052,  65  Stat.  649;  21  U.  S.  C.  353,  355) 

Dated:  February  27, 1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

Paragraph  (a)  of  §  130.1  Exemption 
for  certain  drugs  limited  by  new-drug 
applications  to  prescription  sale  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
subparagraph  (10) : 

(10)  Sodium  fluoride  preparations 
meeting  all  the  following  conditions: 

(i)  The  sodium  fluoride  is  prepared, 
with  other  components,  in  a  dosage  form 
suitable  for  household  use  as  a  dentifrice 
powder,  and  containing  no  drug  limited 
to  prescription  sale  under  the  provisions 
of  section  503  (b)  (1)  of  the  act. 

(11)  The  sodium  fluoride  and  all  other 
components  of  the  preparation  meet 
their  professed  standards  of  identiy, 
strength,  quality,  and  purity. 

(iii)  If  the  preparation  is  a  new  drug, 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  505 
(b)  of  the  act  is  effective  for  it. 

(iv)  The  preparation  contains  not 
more  than  5  milligrams  of  sodium  fluo¬ 
ride  per  gram  and  is  packaged  to  contain 
not  more  than  300  milligrams  of  sodium 
fluoride  per  retail  package. 

(v)  The  preparation  is  labeled  with 
adequate  directions  for  use  only  as  a 
dentifrice  by  adults  and  children  6  years 
of  age  and  over,  and  includes  instruc¬ 
tions  to  rinse  the  mouth  thoroughly  after 
brushing  the  teeth. 

(vi)  The  labeling  bears,  in  juxtaposi¬ 
tion  with  the  directions  for  use,  clear 
warning  statements  against: 

(a)  Use  by  children  under  6  years  of 
age. 

(b)  Use  if  the  water  supply  contains 
fluoride,  except  as  directed  by  a  dentist. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1666;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


Part  146 — General  Regulations  for  the 
Certification  of  Antibiotic  and  Anti¬ 
biotic-Containing  Drugs 

Part  146e — Certification  of  Bacitracin 
and  Bacitracin -Containing  Drugs 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507, 
59  Stat.  463,  as  amended  by  61  Stat.  11, 
63  Stat.  409,  67  Scat.  389;  sec.  701, 52  Stat. 
1055;  21  U.  S.  C.  357,  371)  and  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
by  the  Secretary  (20  F.  R.  1996) ,  the  reg¬ 
ulations  for  tests  and  methods  of  assay 
and  certification  of  bacitracin  and  baci¬ 
tracin-containing  drugs  (21  CFR  Parts 
146,  146e;  21  F.  R.  608)  are  amended  as 
indicated  below: 

1.  In  §  146.26  Animal  feed  containing 
penicillin  *  •  •,  paragraph  (a)  is 

amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
subparagraph  (4) : 

(4)  Furazolidone:  0.00083  percent. 
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2.  In  §  146e.427  Feed  and  grade  baci¬ 
tracin  powder  oral  veterinary  *  *  *, 
paragraph  (a)  Standards  of  identity 
*  *  *  is  amended  by  changing  the  num¬ 
ber  “33”  to  read  “10”. 

Notice  and  public  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since  it 
was  drawn  in  collaboration  with  inter¬ 
ested  members  of  the  affected  industry, 
since  it  conditionally  relaxes  existing  re¬ 
quirements,  and  since  it  would  be  against 
public  interest  to  delay  providing  for  the 
amendment  set  forth  above. 

I  further  find  that  animal  feeds  con¬ 
taining  antibiotic  drugs  and  furazolidone 
need  not  comply  with  sections  502  (1) 
and  507  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  in  order  to  insure  their 
safety  and  efficacy,  provided  they  are 
used  in  the  amounts  and  for  the  purposes 
specified  in  §  146.26. 

This  order  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 
since  both  the  public  and  the  affected 
industry  will  benefit  by  the  earliest  ef¬ 
fective  date,  and  I  so  find. 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.  S.  C.  371.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463,  as 
amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  357) 

Dated:  February  28, 1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1672;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 

TITLE  22— FOREIGN  RELATIONS 

Chapter  II — International  Cooperation 
Administration 

[ICA  Reg.  1,  as  amended,  Oct.  25, 1955, 
Arndt.  1] 

Part  201 — Procedures  for  Furnishing 
Assistance  to  Cooperating  Countries 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

Effective  as  of  the  date  of  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register,  §  201.12 
of  ICA  Regulation  1  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  from  paragraphs  (b)  (2)  and  (c)  (2) 
the  words  “Office  of  the  Controller”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “Office  of  Small 
Business”. 

(Sec.  525,  68  Stat.  856;  22  U.  S.  C.  1785) 

D.  A.  FitzGerald, 

Acting  Director. 
International  Cooperation 

Administration . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1634;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:46  a.  m.J 

TITLE  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  of  the 
Air  Force 

Subchapter  G— Personnel 

Part  882 — Discharge  or  Release  From 
Active  Duty 

SEPARATION  FOR  CONVENIENCE  OF  THE 
GOVERNMENT 

In  §  882.32,  paragraph  (b)  (2)  is  res¬ 
cinded  and  the  following  substituted 
therefor: 

§  882.32  Delegation  of  authority  to 
order  discharge  or  release.  Authority  to 
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order  discharge  or  release  from  active 
military  service  of  airmen  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  Government  within  the 
following  provisions  is  hereby  delegated 
to  the  commanders  authorized  by  per¬ 
tinent  regulations  to  direct  discharge 
prior  to  expiration  of  term  of  service: 

•  *  *  *  * 

(b)  To  permit  immediate  reenlistment 
in  the  Regular  Air  Force  for  4  years  or 
more  for  male  and  3  years  or  more  for 
female  airmen  who  apply  for  and  are 
qualified  for  such  reenlistments.  *  *  * 


(2)  At  any  time  for  the  purpose  of  im¬ 
mediate  reenlistment  to  fill  own  vacancy 
of  Regular  Air  Force  airmen  and  Re¬ 
serves  of  the  Air  Force  when  the  criteria 
in  the  following  formula  has  been  met: 

Required  service 
before  eligible 

Length  of  current  for  discharge  and 

active  duty  contract:  reenlistment 

2  years _ 12  months. 

3  years _ _ _ 18  months. 

4  years _ 24  months. 

5  years _ 30  months. 

6  years _ 36  months. 


Airmen  discharged  under  this  paragraph 
should  be  fully  aware  that  travel  pay  and 
payment  for  accrued  leave  are  deferred 
until  completion  of  the  new  service  con¬ 
tract. 

***** 

(R.  S.  161,  5  U.  S.  C.  22)  [AFR  39-14A,  26 
October  1955] 

[seal]  E.  E.  Toro, 

Colonel,  V.  S.  Air  Force, 

Air  Adjutant  General. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1627;  Filed.  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Ch.  IX  1 

Handling  of  Milk  in  New  York-New 
Jersey  Area 

NOTICE  OF  OPPORTUNITY  TO  SUBMIT 
PROPOSALS 

In  the  statement  issued  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  on  February  23, 
1956,  on  his  decision  to  call  a  public 
hearing  on  proposals  for  a  separate  new 
marketing  order  for  Northern  New  Jer¬ 
sey  together  with  proposals  to  amend 
present  provisions  of  the  New  York  milk 
marketing  order  (No.  27)  designed  to 
coordinate  the  two  orders,  he  extended 
to  interested  parties  the  opportunity  to 
now  submit  new  or  revised  proposals  for 
a  separate  New  Jersey  order  and  for 
complementary  charges  in  Order  No.  27 
for  consideration  at  such  hearing. 

The  full  text  of  the  Secretary’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows : 

I  have  decided  that  a  public  hearing  should 
be  called  on  proposals  for  a  separate  new 
milk  marketing  order  for  Northern  New  Jer¬ 
sey  together  with  proposals  to  amend  present 
provisions  of  the  New  York  milk  marketing 
order  (No.  27)  designed  to  coordinate  the 
two  orders.  Consideration  will  be  given  to 
the  inclusion  of  any  proposals  for  the  regula¬ 
tion  of  milk  in  six  nearby  counties  1  in  New 
York  State  either  in  conjunction  with  13 
Northern  New  Jersey  counties 2  or  as  part 
of  the  New  York  metropolitan  milk  market¬ 
ing  area  under  Order  No.  27.  However,  pro¬ 
posals  to  combine  any  territory  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey  with  all  or  any  portion  of  the  present 
Order  No.  27  marketing  area  for  purposes 
of  regulation  will  not  be  considered  for  in¬ 
clusion  in  the  notice  of  hearing. 

This  decision  relating  to  the  form  and  na¬ 
ture  of  regulation  on  which  a  public  hearing 
should  be  held  has  been  reached  after  most 
careful  consideration  of  all  information  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Department  by  all  interested 
parties.  An  extensive  investigation  of  the 
extremely  complicated  milk  marketing  situa¬ 
tion  in  the  New  York-New  Jersey  area  has 
been  completed,  including  a  series  of  three 
public  meetings  for  the  presentation  of  views 
on  various  aspects  of  the  problem. 

The  investigation  also  included  exam¬ 
ination  of  proposed  terms  and  provisions 


*New  York  counties  of  Dutchess,  Orange, 
Putnam,  Rockland,  Sullivan,  and  Ulster. 

2  New  Jersey  counties  of  Bergen,  Essex, 
Hudson,  Hunterdon,  Middlesex,  Monmouth, 
Morris,  Ocean,  Passaic,  Somerset,  Sussex, 
Union,  and  Warren. 


recently  submitted  (in  response  to  the  De¬ 
partment’s  invitation  of  December  15,  1955) 
both  for  a  separate  order  for  New  Jersey  and 
for  a  single  order  for  New  York-New  Jersey. 
We  have  weighed  carefully  all  this  informa¬ 
tion  and  the  kind  of  public  hearing  above 
described  appears  to  constitute  the  most 
effective  approach  to  solving  the  milk  mar¬ 
keting  problems  in  the  area. 

Three  alternatives  were  opened  to  the  De¬ 
partment  in  approaching  the  problems  of 
milk  regulation  in  the  New  York-New  Jersey 
area.  These  were :  ( 1 )  a  hearing  on  proposed 
terms  and  provisions  of  a  single  marketing 
order  applicable  to  the  whole  area;  (2)  a 
hearing  on  proposed  terms  and  provisions 
of  a  separate  new  order  for  the  Northern 
New  Jersey  portion  of  the  area  including  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  Order  No.  27  designed 
to  make  the  two  orders  complementary;  and 
(3)  a  hearing  with  respect  to  both  proposals. 

It  was  agreed  by  the  regulatory  agencies 
of  New  York  and  New  Jersey  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  that  before  another  public  hearing  was 
held  in  this  area  the  Department  would  make 
a  determination  as  to  the  area  and  form  of 
regulation  to  be  the  subject  of  consideration 
at  a  public  hearing.  The  delineation  of  the 
area  to  be  covered  by  a  public  hearing  has 
been  made  and  announced.  The  second 
question  must  also  be  decided.  All  groups 
have  had  adequate  opportunity  to  present 
all  their  views  and  arguments  with  respect 
to  this  question.  We  have  the  basis  now  for 
making  the  decision.  Further  proceedings 
could  not  be  expected  to  develop  any  addi¬ 
tional  information  which  would  be  helpful 
in  making  a  determination  on  the  question. 
This  decision  made  now  by  the  Department 
will  enable  the  participants  in  the  public 
hearing  to  concentrate  their  efforts  in  de¬ 
veloping  the  most  appropriate  terms  and 
provisions. 

Although  a  controversy  has  developed  re¬ 
garding  the  method  of  regulation  in  the  New 
York-New  Jersey  area,  I  do  not  believe  this 
is  the  essential  issue.  The  primary  issue  in¬ 
stead  is  the  institution  of  effective  price 
regulation  in  Northern  New  Jersey.  My  de¬ 
cision  is  directed  toward  that  basic  issue. 
Either  under  a  so-called  “comprehensive 
order”  or  under  separate  orders  for  New 
Jersey  and  New  York,  minimum  price  regula¬ 
tion  on  all  milk  can  be  made  effective,  and 
the  sharing  of  surplus  properly  associated 
with  the  marketing  of  fluid  milk  can  be 
achieved.  By  either  means,  returns  to  pro¬ 
ducers  shipping  both  to  the  New  York  and 
New  Jersey  portions  of  the  area  can  be  im¬ 
proved.  Moreover,  the  other  principles  which 
I  enunciated  on  December  15  can  be  effec¬ 
tuated  by  either  means. 

I  have  decided  that  adequate  regulation  of 
the  whole  area  can  be  gained  more  certainly 
and  more  expeditiously  by  holding  a  hearing 
for  consideration  of  a  separate  order  for  the 
New  Jersey  area.  The  Case  Committee  made 


a  similar  recommendation  in  its  report.  The 
major  problem,  that  is,  absence  of  regulation 
in  New  Jersey,  can  be  attacked  directly  and 
the  special  conditions  which  characterize  the 
marketing  of  milk  in  the  New  Jersey  portion 
of  the  area  can  be  given  separate  attention. 
At  the  same  time,  producers  whose  milk  is 
marketed  in  New  York  will  be  on  notice  that 
improvement  of  their  returns  is  being  ac¬ 
tively  considered  and  that  such  improvement 
will  probably  be  effectuated  earlier  than  by 
consideration  of  a  comprehensive  order. 
Also,  the  changes  which  might  be  needed 
to  bring  Order  No.  27  up-to-date  and  provide 
for  necessary  coordination  with  a  New  Jersey 
order  can  be  achieved  by  this  procedure. 

The  problem  on  which  the  Department 
made  its  decision  today  is  one  of  the  most 
difficult  we  have  faced  with  respect  to  milk 
marketing  since  I  have  been  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  Proponents  of  both  the  so- 
called  “comprehensive  order”  and  separate 
orders  present  some  very  persuasive  facts  and 
arguments  in  support  of  their  different  points 
of  view.  It  is  not  the  first  time  the  question 
has  arisen.  I  understand  that  there  has 
been  controversy  over  a  period  of  at  least 
18  years.  It  was  first  considered  by  the  De¬ 
partment  at  the  time  of  the  promulgation 
hearing  of  the  Order  No.  27  in  1938.  Con¬ 
sideration  also  was  given  to  the  problem 
in  public  hearings  held  in  1942  and  1952. 
No  action  was  taken  on  any  of  these  occa¬ 
sions.  Such  need  not  be  the  case  this  time 
if  the  interested  parties  now  turn  their  at¬ 
tention  to  developing  evidence  and  testimony 
for  presentation  at  a  public  hearing. 

In  my  statement  of  December  15,  1955, 
certain  principles  were  set  forth  to  which 
proposed  terms  and  provisions  of  a  separate 
order  for  New  Jersey  (with  coordinating 
amendments  to  Order  No.  27)  should  con¬ 
form.  It  was  indicated  that  such  a  separate 
order  should  include  terms  and  provisions 
under  which  such  an  order  will  (a)  carry 
the  surplus  associated  with  its  fluid  outlets, 
(b)  provide  for  such  minimum  uniform 
prices  to  producers  that  there  will  be  no 
incentive  for  uneconomic  and  disorderly 
shifting  of  producers  or  plants  from  one 
market  to  another,  and  (c)  provide  close 
alignment  of  minimum  class  prices.  The 
proposals  so  far  submitted  do  not  conform 
in  all  respects  to  the  principles  set  forth,  or 
contain  all  the  provisions  which  should  be 
the  subject  of  a  hearing,  and  the  decision 
to  hold  a  hearing  on  separate  orders  should 
not,  of  course,  be  construed  as  approval  by 
the  Department  of  such  proposals.  It  is 
believed,  however,  that  the  proposals  sub¬ 
mitted  on  a  separate  order  and  complemen¬ 
tary  changes  in  Order  No.  27  provide  a  suit¬ 
able  starting  point  from  which  adequate 
provisions  can  be  formulated  for  considera¬ 
tion  at  a  public  hearing. 

Since,  in  accordance  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  invitation  of  December  15,  1955, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


1419 


Saturday,  March  3,  1956 

certain  interested  parties  submitted  pro¬ 
posals  only  for  a  single  New  York -New  Jersey 
order  they  should  now  have  a  further  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  their  proposals  for  a  sepa¬ 
rate  New  Jersey  order  and  for  complementary 
changes  in  Order  No.  27.  Also,  in  light  of  the 
foregoing,  others  may  wish  to  submit  new 
proposals  for  a  separate  order  or  modifica¬ 
tion  of  proposals  already  made.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  that  proposals  be  submitted  by  not 
later  than  March  16,  1956,  in  quadruplicate 
to  the  Dairy  Division,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  Follow¬ 
ing  submission  of  such  proposals  a  formal 
notice  of  hearing  will  be  issued  by  the 
Department. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  February  1956. 

[seal]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1681;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:55  a.  m.J 


I  7  CFR  Part  963  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO-233-A4] 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Stark  County, 
Ohio,  Marketing  Area 

NOTICE  OF  RECOMMENDED  DECISION  AND  OP¬ 
PORTUNITY  TO  FILE  WRITTEN  EXCEPTIONS 
WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 
TO  TENTATIVE  MARKETING  AGREEMENT, 
AND  TO  THE  ORDER,  AS  AMENDED 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  filing  with  the  Hearing  Clerk 
of  the  recommended  decision  of  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  with  respect  to  a  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  and  a  pro¬ 
posed  order  amending  the  order  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Stark 
County,  Ohio,  marketing  area.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  may  file  written  exceptions 
to  this  decision  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  not  later  than  the 
close  of  business  on  the  5th  day  after 
publication  of  this  decision  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  Exceptions  should  be 
filed  in  quadruplicate. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  were  formu¬ 
lated  was  conducted  at  Canton,  Ohio,  on 
February  13,  1956,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  which  was  issued  on  January  25, 
1956  (21  F.  R.  557). 

The  material  issue  of  record  related  to 
the  price  of  Class  I  milk. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 
ing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the  ma¬ 
terial  issue  are  based  upon  evidence  in 
the  record. 

The  Stark  County  Class  I  price  should 
be  established  at  the  same  level  as  that 
under  the  Akron  order,  namely  5  cents 
less  than  the  Cleveland  Class  I  price, 
inclusive  of  the  Cleveland  supply-de¬ 


mand  adjustment.  This  price  should 
remain  in  effect  through  January  1957, 
the  same  period  during  which  Cleveland 
prices  are  used  to  determine  the  Akron 
price.  Before  the  expiration  of  this  pe¬ 
riod  a  hearing  can  be  called  to  consider 
more  permanent  Class  I  price  provisions 
and  measures  to  provide  producers  with 
appropriate  incentives  to  maintain  level 
production  at  all  seasons  of  the  year. 

The  pricing  provisions  of  the  Stark 
County  order  became  effective  December 
1,  1952.  Through  July  1953  the  Stark 
County  Class  I  price  was  set  at  15  cents 
less  than  the  Cleveland  Class  I  price, 
inclusive  of  the  Cleveland  supply-de¬ 
mand  adjustment.  On  August  1,  1953, 
a  Stark  County  supply-demand  adjust¬ 
ment  based  upon  local  data  became  ef¬ 
fective  and  resulted  in  substantially 
higher  Class  I  prices  than  prevailed  un¬ 
der  the  Cleveland  order.  This  put  the 
Stark  County  handlers  at  a  substantial 
sales  disadvantage  and  the  order  was 
amended  effective  January  6,  1954,  to 
provide  for  Class  I  differentials  5  cents 
below  the  Cleveland  differentials,  with 
a  supply-demand  adjustment  which  in¬ 
cluded  both  the  Cleveland  and  Stark 
County  data  in  such  fashion  as  to  result 
in  virtually  the  same  supply-demand 
adjustment  in  the  two  markets.  The 
Cleveland  order  was  amended  effective 
May  1,  1955,  to  provide  for  two  levels 
of  Class  I  price  per  year  instead  of  three 
and  to  utilize  an  eligible  milk  quota  plan 
as  an  incentive  for  level  production. 
The  annual  average  level  of  the  Cleve¬ 
land  Class  I  price  was  not  changed,  al¬ 
though  the  stated  differentials  were 
increased  by  approximately  5  cents  per 
hundredweight  to  offset  reductions  re¬ 
sulting  from  a  revised  table  of  standard 
utilization  percentages  in  the  supply- 
demand  adjustment.  No  proposal  was 
made  to  make  conforming  changes  in 
the  Stark  County  order.  It  has  con¬ 
tinued  to  be  aligned  with  the  old  Cleve¬ 
land  order  rather  than  with  the  amended 
order.  However,  the  annual  average  re¬ 
lationship  has  not  been  greatly  affected; 
for  the  months  of  May  1955  through 
January  1956,  the  Stark  County  Class  I 
price  averaged  $4,609  as  compared  with 
the  Cleveland  Class  I  price  of  $4,625. 
The  Akron  order  became  effective  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  1955.  It  provides  a  Class  I  price 
5  cents  below  the  Cleveland  price  and 
the  Cleveland  amendments  of  May  1 
were  automatically  reflected  in  the 
Akron  price. 

Producers  in  the  Stark  County  market 
have  now  proposed  that  their  Class  I 
prices  follow  the  same  seasonal  pattern 
as  in  Cleveland  and  Akron.  They  also 
proposed  that  the  Cleveland  supply- 
demand  adjustment  be  used.  However, 
their  proposal  would  raise  the  Stark 
County  price  to  the  price  level  which  pre¬ 
vails  in  the  Cleveland  marketing  area 
rather  than  to  the  Akron  level  which  is 
5  cents  lower.  The  producers  further 
testified  that  they  were  not  prepared  to 
present  evidence  on  a  plan  to  encourage 
level  production  at  this  time,  but  that 
they  expect  to  request  a  hearing  for  such 
purpose  within  the  next  few  months. 


Experience  during  past  periods,  when 
Stark  County  Class  I  prices  have  differed 
materially  from  those  in  effect  in  Cleve¬ 
land  and  Akron,  demonstrates  the  ex¬ 
treme  desirability  of  maintaining  close 
alignment  among  the  Class  I  prices  in 
these  three  markets.  The  competitive 
relationships  are  exceptionally  close. 
One  Akron  handler  has  a  large  volume 
of  sales  in  each  of  the  three  markets. 
Another  one  sells  in  both  Akron  and 
Stark  County,  and  a  third  one  sells  in 
Cleveland  and  Stark  County.  One  of  the 
larger  Stark  County  handlers  also  bot¬ 
tles  considerable  quantities  of  milk  for 
distribution  by  Akron  handlers.  One 
other  handler  operates  separate  plants 
in  each  of  the  three  markets  and  has 
substantial  opportunity  to  shift  produc¬ 
ers’  products  and  sales  outlets  between 
these  markets.  In  addition  the  Stark 
County  handlers  compete  extensively 
with  Cleveland  and  Akron  handlers  in 
sales  territories  outside  the  defined  mar¬ 
keting  areas.  These  relationships  are 
so  close  as  to  make  it  desirable  to  have 
the  same  seasonal  variation  in  Class  I 
prices  in  the  three  markets;  even  though 
the  present  provisions  of  the  Stark 
County  order  result  in  approximately 
the  same  annual  average  as  Akron,  the 
seasonal  differences  are  disruptive,  both 
to  handlers  and  producers. 

The  Stark  County  price  should  be  at 
the  Akron  rather  than  the  Cleveland 
level.  It  is  clear  from  the  competitive 
relationships  described  above  that  the 
Akron  handlers  are  the  closest  competi¬ 
tors  to  the  Stark  County  handlers.  Also, 
no  evidence  was  presented  at  the  hearing 
that  supplies  of  milk  were  inadequate  at 
the  prices  which  have  prevailed  in  Stark 
County.  Any  drought  or  other  factors 
which  might  affect  supplies  throughout 
Northern  Ohio  would  be  reflected  in  the 
Cleveland  supply-demand  adjustment. 
The  average  cost  of  hauling  milk  from 
farms  to  the  plants  of  the  Stark  County 
handlers  were  substantially  lower  than 
the  costs  of  hauling  milk  from  the  same 
areas  to  Akron,  to  the  Cleveland  city 
plants,  or  to  the  Cleveland  country 
plants  which  draw  milk  from  this  ter¬ 
ritory.  This  fact  would  indicate  that 
the  Stark  County  Class  I  price  could  be 
lower  than  the  Akron  price  and  still  pro¬ 
vide  Stark  County  farmers  with  “at 
farm”  returns  equal  to  Akron  or  Cleve¬ 
land  returns.  However,  the  direct  com¬ 
petition  between  Akron  and  Stark 
County  handlers,  and  the  fact  that  Stark 
County  handlers  compete  more  closely 
than  the  Akron  or  Cleveland  handlers 
with  handlers  in  higher  priced  markets 
farther  east  such  as  Wheeling  and 
Youngstown,  are  offsetting  considera¬ 
tions. 

The  seasonal  price  alignment  provided 
herein  should  be  only  temporary  since 
neither  the  Stark  County  or  Akron  or¬ 
ders  provide  as  much  incentive  for  level 
production  as  the  present  Stark  County 
order  or  the  Cleveland  order  as  amended 
on  May  1,  1955.  The  Class  I  price  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Akron  order  terminate 
January  31,  1957.  A  similar  termination 
for  Stark  County  will  provide  a  sufficient 
period  to  give  consideration  to  more  per¬ 
manent  price  provisions  in  both  orders. 
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General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order,  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended,  and  all 
of  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  of  and  demand  for 
milk,  in  the  marketing  area  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  and  order 
are  such  prices  as  will  reflect  the  afore¬ 
said  factors,  insure  a  sufficient  quantity 
of  pure  and  wholesome  milk,  and  be  in 
the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in  a  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  and  order 
upon  which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Rulings.  Briefs  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
interested  parties.  The  proposed  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  and  the  arguments 
contained  in  these  briefs  were  consid¬ 
ered  in  making  the  findings  and  reaching 
the  conclusions  in  this  decision.  To  the 
extent  that  any  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions  in  the  briefs  are  at  variance 
with  the  findings  and  conclusions  of  this 
decision,  such  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  support  of  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  of  this  decision  on  the  issue  to 
which  the  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  related. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order.  The  following  amendments 
to  the  order  are  recommended  as  the 
detailed  and  appropriate  means  by  which 
the  foregoing  conclusions  may  be  carried 
out.  The  recommended  marketing 
agreement  is  not  included  in  this  decision 
because  the  regulatory  producers  thereof 
would  be  identical  with  those  contained 
in  the  order  as  proposed  to  be  further 
amended : 

1.  Revise  §  963.51  (a)  and  (b)  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  963.51  Class  I  price,  (a)  Through 
January  31,  1957,  the  minimum  price  per 
hundredweight  to  be  paid  by  each  han¬ 
dler,  f.  o.  b.  his  pool  plant,  for  milk  of 
3.5  percent  butterfat  content  received 
from  producers  or  from  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciations  during  the  month,  which  is 
classified  as  Class  I  utilization  shall  be 
5  cents  less  than  the  Class  I  price  as 
determined  pursuant  to  §  975.61  (a)  of 
this  chapter  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Marketing 
area  (Order  No.  75) . 

(b)  The  “supply-demand  adjustment” 
referred  to  in  §  975.61  (a)  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  shall  be  considered  as  the  “supply- 
demand  adjustment’’  hereunder. 

Filed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  February  1956. 

[seal]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1680;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:55  a.  m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  982  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO-238-A4] 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Central  West 
Texas  Marketing  Area 

DECISION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED 

MARKETING  AGREEMENT  AND  PROPOSED 

AMENDMENT  TO  ORDER 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900)  a  public  hearing  was  conducted  at 
Abilene,  Texas,  on  February  9  and 
October  18,  19,  1955,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  which  was  issued  on  February  15, 
1955  (20  F.  R.  795),  and  September  3, 
1955  (20  F.  R.  6528). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service,  on  January 
31,  1956,  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  his  recommended  decision  in  this 
proceeding.  The  notice  of  filing  such 
recommended  decision  and  opportunity 
to  file  written  exceptions  thereto  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  3,  1956  (21  F.  R.  779). 

Within  the  period  reserved  therefor, 
interested  parties  filed  exceptions  to  cer¬ 
tain  of  the  findings,  conclusions  and 
actions  recommended  by  the  Deputy 
Administrator.  In  arriving  at  the  find¬ 
ings,  conclusions,  and  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision,  each  of  such 
exceptions  was  carefully  and  fully  con¬ 
sidered  in  conjunction  with  the  record 
evidence  pertaining  thereto  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  findings,  conclusions  and 
actions  decided  upon  herein  are  at  vari¬ 
ance  with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such 
exceptions  are  overruled. 

To  the  extent  that  suggested  findings 
and  conclusions  proposed  by  interested 
persons  are  inconsistent  with  the  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  contained  herein, 
the  specific  or  implied  requests  to  make 
such  findings  and  reach  such  conclusions 
are  denied  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
found  and  stated  in  connection  with  the 
conclusions  herein  set  forth. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  general  findings  of  the  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  (21  F.  R.  770,  Doc. 
56-884)  are  hereby  approved  and 
adopted  as  the  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  general  findings  of  this 
decision  as  if  set  forth  in  full  herein, 
subject  to  the  following  modifications 
described  with  reference  to  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  Doc.  56-884,  21  F.  R.  770: 

1.  Delete  the  findings  and  conclusions 
with  respect  to  issue  No.  7  consisting  of 
the  second  and  third  full  paragraph  of 
column  two  on  page  773  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

7.  The  Class  n  butterfat  differential 
should  be  reduced  from  0.115  to  0.110 
times  the  wholesale  price  of  92-score 
butter  at  Chicago  for  the  months  of 
March  through  June. 


The  Class  II  butterfat  differential  is 
used  under  the  Central  West  Texas  order 
to  adjust  the  price  for  Class  n  milk  when 
the  average  butterfat  content  of  the 
handler’s  Class  II  utilization  is  more  or 
less  than  4.0  percent.  The  price  for 
Class  II  milk  of  four  percent  butterfat 
content  is  presently  the  average  paying 
price  for  ungraded  milk  at  three  Texas 
milk  manufacturing  plants  for  the 
months  of  April,  May  and  June  and  for 
each  other  month  of  the  year,  the  higher 
of  such  price  and  a  butter  nonfat  dry 
milk  solids  formula  price.  Since  early  in 
1953,  the  manufacturing  milk  price  in 
each  month  has  been  lower  than  the 
“butter-powder”  formula  price. 

The  record  shows  that  a  more  appro¬ 
priate  relationship  between  the  relative 
values  assigned  to  skim  milk  and  butter¬ 
fat  in  Class  II  milk  will  be  promoted  by 
reducing  slightly  the  Class  II  butterfat 
differential  for  March  through  June, 
and  particularly  during  the  three 
months  when  the  Class  II  price  is  based 
on  the  local  manufacturing  milk  paying 
prices.  This  method  of  pricing  has  been 
followed  under  the  adjacent  North  Texas 
Federal  order  wherein  the  Class  II  but¬ 
terfat  differential  is  the  same  as  recom¬ 
mended  herein.  The  testimony  fails  to 
support  further  revision  of  the  Class  n 
butterfat  differential  at  this  time. 

Determination  of  representative  pe¬ 
riod.  The  month  of  December  1955  is 
hereby  determined  to  be  the  representa¬ 
tive  period  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain¬ 
ing  whether  the  issuance  of  the  order 
amending  the  order,  now  in  effect,  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Cen¬ 
tral  West  Texas  marketing  area,  in  the 
manner  set  forth  in  the  attached 
amending  order  is  approved  or  favored 
by  producers  who,  during  such  period 
were  engaged  in  the  production  of  milk 
for  sale  in  the  marketing  area  specified 
in  such  marketing  order. 

Marketing  agreement  and  order,  as 
amended.  Annexed  hereto  and  made  a 
part  hereof  are  two  documents  entitled 
respectively,  “Marketing  Agreement  Reg¬ 
ulating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Cen¬ 
tral  West  Texas  Marketing  Area,”  and 
“Order  Amending  the  Order,  as  Amend¬ 
ed,  Regulating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in 
the  Central  West  Texas  Marketing  Area,” 
which  have  been  decided  upon  as  the 
detailed  and  appropriate  means  of  effec¬ 
tuating  the  foregoing  conclusions.  These 
documents  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of 
§  900.14  of  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  as  amended,  governing  proceed¬ 
ings  to  formulate  marketing  agreements 
and  orders  have  been  met. 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order,  as 
amended  and  proposed  to  be  hereby  fur¬ 
ther  amended. 

This  decision  filed  at  Washington, 
D.  C.,  this  29th  day  of  February  1956. 

[seal]  Earl  L.  Butz, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


Saturday ,  March  3,  1956 

Order 1  Amending  the  Order ,  as  Amend¬ 
ed,  Regulating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in 
the  Central  West  Texas,  Marketing 
Area 

§  982.0  Findings  and  determinations. 
The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order; 
and  all  of  said  previous  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  are  hereby  ratified  and  af¬ 
firmed,  except  insofar  as  such  findings 
and  determinations  may  be  in  conflict 
with  the  findings  and  determinations  set 
forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  "basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  upon  certain  proposed 
amendments  to  the  tentative  marketing 
agreement  and  to  the  order,  as  amended, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
North  Texas,  marketing  area.  Upon  the 
basis  of  the  evidence  introduced  at  such 
hearing  and  the  record  thereof,  it  is 
found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  and  all  of 

— 
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the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  produced 
for  sale  in  the  said  marketing  area  as 
determined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supplies  of  and  demand  for 
such  milk  and  the  minimum  prices  spec¬ 
ified  in  the  order,  as  amended,  and  as 
hereby  further  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk  and  be  in  the  public 
interest; 

(3)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  regulates  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as 
and  is  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

(4)  All  milk  and  milk  products  han¬ 
dled  by  handlers,  as  defined  in  this  or¬ 
der,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  further 
amended,  are  in  the  current  of  interstate 
commerce  or  directly  burden,  obstruct, 
or  affect  interstate  commerce  in  milk 
or  its  products;  and 

(5)  It  is  hereby  found  that  the  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  of  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  for  the  maintenance  and  functioning 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Hermance  Zeitelberger-Matzner 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  in¬ 
tention  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  hereof,  the 
following  property,  subject  to  any  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  resulting  from  the  ad¬ 
ministration  thereof  prior  to  return,  and 
after  adequate  provision  for  taxes  and 
conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant ,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Hermance  Zeitelberger-Matzner,  nee  Stra- 
kosch,  Gotha-Slebleben,  Thuringia,  Ger¬ 
many;  Claim  No.  60883;  Vesting  Order  No. 
18154;  $19,263.19  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  and  all  right,  title,  interest, 
and  claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  Hermance  Matzner  in  and  to  the 
Estate  of  Renee  Fuchs,  deceased.  Such  prop¬ 
erty  is  in  the  process  of  administration  by 
the  Public  Administrator  of  the  County  of 
New  York  as  temporary  administrator  and 
administrator  c.  t.  a.  acting  under  the 
judicial  supervision  of  the  Surrogate’s  Court, 
New  York  County,  New  York,  New  York. 


1This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  as 
amended,  governing  proceedings  to  formu¬ 
late  marketing  agreements  and  orders  have 
been  met. 


NOTICES 


The  United  States  Treasury  check  for  any 
cash  ordered  returned  in  this  matter  will 
be  transmitted  to  the  Treasury  Department 
for  deposit  in  the  account  “Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  Proceeds  of  Withheld  Foreign 
Checks”. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
February  27,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1675;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.J 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Board  and  Maritime 
Administration 

Pacific  Far  East  Line,  Inc. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  Pacific  Far  East  Line,  Inc.,  seeking 
the  written  permission  of  the  Maritime 
Administrator  under  section  805  (a). 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936  (46  U.  S.  C. 
1223),  to  load  approximately  5,000  tons 
of  newsprint  at  Portland,  Oregon,  on  or 
about  March  10,  1956,  for  discharge  at 
Los  Angeles,  California. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
any  interest  in  such  application  and  de¬ 
siring  a  hearing  on  issues  pertinent  to 
section  805  (a)  should  notify  the  Secre¬ 
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of  such  agency  will  require  the  payment 
by  each  handler  as  his  pro  rata  share  of 
such  expense,  four  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight,  or  such  amount  not  exceeding 
four  cents  per  hundredweight,  as  the 
Secretary  may  prescribe  with  respect  to 
all  butterfat  and  skim  milk  contained  in 
(a)  producer  milk  (including  such  han¬ 
dler’s  own  production),  and  (b)  other 
source  milk  classified  as  Class  I  milk. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Central  West  Texas  marketing  area  shall 
be  in  conformity  to  and  in  compliance 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
aforesaid  order,  as  amended,  and  as 
hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

The  amendment  provisions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  order  amending 
the  order,  as  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Central  West 
Texas  marketing  area  issued  by  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  February  3,  1956  (21 
F.  R.  770;  Doc.  56-884)  shall  be  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  order  as  if  set  forth  in  full 
herein,  subject  to  the  following  modifi¬ 
cations  described  with  reference  to  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Doc.  56-884,  21  F.  R.  770: 

In  §  982.52  (b),  on  page  773,  column  3 
in  the  paragraph  numbered  “2”  insert 
“March,”  before  “April”. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1639;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.J 


tary,  Maritime  Administration,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  noon,  March  7,  1956,  and  should  file 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  201.74  of  the  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministration  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

In  the  absence  of  receipt  of  any  such 
request  for  hearing  and  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene,  the  Maritime  Administrator 
will  grant  the  requested  permission. 

Dated:  March  2,  1956. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

[seal]  A.  J.  Williams, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1716;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

10:19  a.  m.J 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Special  Nuclear  Material 

GUARANTEED  FAIR  PRICES 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  has  estab¬ 
lished  guaranteed  fair  prices  for  special 
nuclear  material  lawfully  produced  un¬ 
der  license  from  the  Commission. 

2.  The  prices  have  been  established  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  56  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954. 
They  are  effective  as  to  special  nuclear 
material  delivered  to  the  Commission 
at  designated  receiving  points  during  the 
period  July  1,  1955,  and  ending  at  mid-* 
night  June  30, 1962. 


L 
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NOTICES 


3.  The  schedule  of  guaranteed  fair 
prices  is  classified  “Confidential-Re¬ 
stricted  Data.”  Persons  who  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  receive  restricted  data  under  Parts 
25  and  95  of  the  regulations  contained  in 
Chapter  I,  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  may  obtain  copies  by  writing  to: 

Technical  Information  Service,  U.  S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Post  Office  Box 
1001,  Oak  Ridge,  Tennessee. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  24th 
day  of  February  1956. 

K.  E.  Fields, 

General  Manager. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1594:  Filed,  Mar.  1,  1956; 
4:45  p.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-6389  etc.] 

Papalote  Corp.  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  applicants 
listed  below  has  filed  an  application  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  pursuant  to  section  7  (c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing  such  appli¬ 
cant  to  continue  to  sell  natural  gas  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  all  as  more  fully  represented  in  the 
respective  applications  which  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection.  These  matters  should  be 
consolidated  and  disposed  of  as  promptly 
as  possible  under  the  applicable  rules  and 
regulations  and  to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  on  the  date  and 
at  the  place  hereinafter  stated,  concern¬ 
ing  the  matters  involved  in  and  the  issues 
presented  by  such  applications:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  Commission  may, 
after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dispose 
of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  not  less  than  ten 
days  before  the  date  of  hearing.  Failure 
of  any  party  to  appear  at  and  participate 
in  the  hearing  shall  be  construed  as 
waiver  of  and  concurrence  in  omission 
herein  of  the  intermediate  decision  pro¬ 
cedure  in  cases  where  a  request  for  waiv¬ 
er  is  made.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  be  unnecessary  for  applicants  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

The  dockets,  applicants  and  material 
averments  in  applications  to  which  ref¬ 
erence  is  made  above  are  as  follows: 

Docket  No.;  Name  and  Address;  Filing  Date; 

Gas  Field  Purchaser 

G-6389;  Papalote  Corporation,  Wilson 
Building,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas;  11-29-54; 
West  Sinton,  San  Patricio  County,  Texas; 
Livetex  Gas  Company. 

G-6392;  Mustang  Oil  Corporation,  Wilson 
Building,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas;  11-29-54; 


West  Sinton,  San  Patricio  County,  Texas; 
Livetex  Gas  Company. 

G-6559;  Ralph  E.  Fair,  Milam  Building, 
San  Antonio,  Texas;  11-29-54;  Gaffney  Vic¬ 
toria  McAllen,  Hidalgo  County,  Texas;  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Transmission  Company,  Hagist 
Ranch,  Duval  County,  Texas. 

G-6572;  C.  T.  Palmer,  Shamrock,  Texas; 
11-29-54;  East  Panhandle,  Gray  County, 
Texas;  Lone  Star  Gas  Company. 

G— 6573;  Conservation  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  1015 
Juliana  Street,  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.;  11-29- 
54;  Lemuels  Run,  Gilmer  County,  W.  Va.; 
Godfrey  L.  Cabot,  Inc. 

G-6574;  Dutchman  Gas  Company,  Spencer, 
W.  Va.;  11-29-54;  Murphy  District,  Ritchie 
County,  W.  Va.;  Penova  Interests. 

G— 6575;  Marshall  Gas  Company,  Spencer, 
W.  Va.;  11-29-54;  Murphy  District,  Ritchie 
County,  W.  Va.;  Penova  Interests. 

G-6577;  Joseph  S.  and  Will  Crews  Morris, 
Alamo  National  Building,  San  Antonio, 
Texas;  11-29-54;  Burnell,  Bee  County,  Texas; 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company. 

G-6578;  Joseph  S.  and  Will  Crews  Morris, 
Alamo  National  Building,  San  Antonio, 
Texas;  11-29-54;  Brandt,  Goliad  County, 
Texas;  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company. 

G-6581;  Porter  Brothers,  Sarah  Furnace, 
Clarion  County,  Pa.;  11-29-54;  Appalachian, 
Clarion  County,  Pa.;  United  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

G-6582;  James  D.  Conway,  Archie  D.  Mar¬ 
vel,  Claren  Kerr;  A.  Q.  Schimmel  and  John  P. 
McKnight,  Tribune  Building,  Hastings,  Nebr.; 
11-29-54;  Hugoton,  Haskell  County,  Kans.; 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company. 

G-6600;  Francitas  Gas  Company,  Transit 
Tower,  San  Antonio,  Texas;  11-29-54;  Hordes 
Creek,  Goliad  County,  Texas;  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Company. 

G-6604;  Sultana  Oil  Company,  P.  O.  Box 
368,  Shreveport,  La.;  11-29-54;  North  Ruston, 
Lincoln  Parish,  La.;  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas 
Company. 

A  public  hearing  will  be  held  on  the 
27th  day  of  March  1956,  beginning  at 
9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G 
Street  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  in  and  the  issues 
presented  by  the  above  applications. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary.- 

February  27,  1956. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1628;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-8940] 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

February  27, 1956. 

Take  notice  that  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Petitioner),  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration  with  principal  place  of  business 
in  the  E!  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
Building,  El  Paso,  Texas,  filed,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  26,  1956,  an  application  for  permis¬ 
sion  to  abandon  a  portion  of  its  facilities, 
pursuant  to  section  7  (b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  authorizing  Petitioner  to  retire 
and  remove  a  certain  section  of  existing 
natural  gas  pipeline  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  all  as  more  fully  represented 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  for  public 
inspection. 


Said  application  was  filed  by  Petitioner 
as  a  Supplement  to  a  Petition  to  Amend 
the  order  of  the  Commission  in  Opinion 
No.  289  issued  November  25,  1955,  In  the 
Matters  of  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  et  al.  in  Docket  No.  G-8940  et  al. 
which  was  filed  by  Petitioner  on  January 
12. 1956. 

Petitioner  seeks  permission  to  retire 
and  remove  approximately  19.2  miles  of 
the  northernmost  section  of  Petitioner’s 
existing  6%-inch  O.  D.  pipeline  which 
extends  from  a  point  located  at  approxi¬ 
mately  Mile  Post  300.1  on  Petitioner’s 
existing  24-inch  and  30-inch  O.  D.  San 
Juan  transmission  pipelines  in  a  south¬ 
erly  direction  to  the  Town  of  Prescott  in 
Yavapai  County,  Arizona,  now  being  used 
to  render  natural  gas  service  to  Southern 
Union  Gas  Company  for  resale  in  and 
about  said  Town  of  Prescott  without 
interrupting  or  curtailing  service  to 
Southern. 

Applicant  proposes  to  connect  the  re¬ 
maining  portion  of  the  6%-inch  line  at 
its  shortened  northern  terminus  by 
means  of  a  main  line  tap  to  an  adjacent 
20 -inch  O.  D.  crossover  pipeline  proposed 
to  be  constructed  and  operated  by  Peti¬ 
tioner  which  consists  of  approximately 
149.3  miles  of  pipe  extending  from  a 
point  of  connection  in  Arizona  with  the 
24-inch  and  30-inch  San  Juan  Main 
Line  west  of  the  Williams  Compressor 
Station  to  a  point  of  connection  with 
existing  branch  transmission  facilities 
in  the  Phoenix,  Arizona  area  which  is 
now  served  from  the  Permian  Basin. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  April  3,  1956,  at  9:30  a.  m., 
e.  s.  t.,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  441  G  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  involved  in  and  the  issues  presented 
by  such  application:  Provided,  however, 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  applicant  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
March  14,  1956.  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 


[SEAL] 


J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1629;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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[Docket  No.  G-9529,  Etc.] 

Clark  Fuel  Producing  Co.  et  al. 

notice  of  applications  and  date  of 
HEARING 

February  27, 1956. 

In  the  matters  of  Clark  Fuel  Produc¬ 
ing  Company,  Operator,  et  al.,  Docket  No. 
G-9529;  Rycade  Oil  Corporation,  Docket 
No.  G-9579;  Milton  V.  Spencer,  Docket 
No.  G-9769;  The  Superior  Oil  Company, 
Docket  No.  G-9802. 

There  have  been  filed  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  applications  as 
hereinafter  specified: 

Docket  No.;  Location  of  Field;  Price  per  Mcf 

G-9529:  Sullivan  City,  Nichols  and  West 
Sullivan  City  Fields,  Hidalgo  and  Starr  Coun¬ 
ties,  Texas:  12.12268  cents. 

G-9579:  Nelsonville  Field,  Austin  County, 
Texas:  13.59475  cents. 

G-9769:  Mustang  Creek  Field,  Colorado 
County,  Texas:  13.5999  cents. 

G-9802:  La  Sara  and  Chess  Fields,  Willacy 
County  Texas;  12.12268  cents. 

Each  applicant  has  filed  an  application 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing  appli¬ 
cant  to  render  services  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  all  as  more  fully  represented 
in  the  applications  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicants  produce  and  propose  to  sell 
natural  gas  to  Tennessee  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Company  for  transportation  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  for  resale. 

These  matters  should  be  heard  on  a 
consolidated  record  and  disposed  of  as 
promptly  as  possible  under  the  applica¬ 
ble  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  on  April  3,  1956, 
at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  441 
G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  involved  in  and  the 
issues  presented  by  such  applications: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may,  after  a  non-contested  hearing, 
dispose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure.  Under  the  procedure 
herein  provided  for,  unless  otherwise  ad¬ 
vised,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  appli¬ 
cants  to  appear  or  be  represented  at  the 
hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  March 
16,  1956.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuqua y, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1630;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-6622,  etc.] 

Crow  Drilling  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Gulf 
Refining  Co. 

ORDER  CONSOLIDATING  PROCEEDINGS,  FIXING 

DATE  OF  HEARING  AND  SPECIFYING  PRO¬ 
CEDURE 

In  the  matters  of  Crow  Drilling  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  G-6622;  Crow 
Drilling  Company,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  G- 
8510;  Gulf  Refining  Company,  Docket 
No.  G-8516. 

On  January  3,  1955,  and  February  24, 
1955,  at  Docket  Nos.  G-6622  and  G-8510, 
respectively,  and  on  February  25,  1955, 
at  Docket  No.  G-8516,  the  Commission 
issued  its  orders  (as  modified  by  orders 
issued  April  6, 1955)  suspending  proposed 
changes  in  rates  filed  by  Crow  Drilling 
Company,  Inc.,  and  Gulf  Refining  Com¬ 
pany  (Applicants)  pertaining  to  sales  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United 
Gas)  from  the  Pistol  Ridge  Field  in  For¬ 
rest,  Lamar  and  Pearl  River  Counties, 
Mississippi. 

By  orders  issued  June  17,  1955,  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-6622  and  G-8510,  and  or¬ 
der  issued  June  2,  1955,  in  Docket  No. 
G-8516,  the  suspended  rates  were  allowed 
to  become  effective,  subject  to  refund  of 
any  amounts  found  not  justified. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  appro¬ 
priate  and  in  the  public  interest  in  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  and  good  cause  exists  to  con¬ 
solidate  the  above-entitled  proceedings 
for  the  purpose  of  hearing  and  to  pre¬ 
scribe  the  procedure  to  be  followed  at 
the  hearing,  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  includ¬ 
ing  particularly  sections  4,  14,  15  and  16 
thereof,  and  the  Commission’s  general 
rules  and  regulations  (18  CFR  Ch.  I), 
the  proceedings  in  the  above-entitled 
Docket  Nos.  G-6622,  G-8510  and  G-8516 
be  and  the  same  are  hereby  consolidated 
for  the  purpose  of  hearing;  and,  further, 
such  hearing  be  held  commencing  on 
March  26,  1956,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  and  the  issues  presented  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings. 

(B)  Each  applicant  shall  submit  to  the 
Commission,  at  least  5  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  the  hearing  in  this 
proceeding,  as  herein  provided,  5  copies 
of  maps  verified  by  a  responsible  officer 
of  applicant,  showing  the  following: 

(i)  Full  details  of  the  facilities  at  the 
point  or  points  of  deliveries  to  United 
Gas; 

(ii)  Major  pipeline  facilities  by  which 
the  gas  is  transported  from  each  well  to 
the  points  of  delivery  to  United  Gas ;  and 

(iii)  Important  pipeline  facilities  such 
as  dehydration  and  gasoline  plants,  com¬ 
pressor  stations,  product  removal  plants, 
measuring  stations,  regulators,  purifica¬ 
tion  plants,  and  the  like,  connected  to 
the  pipeline  facilities  specified  in  (i)  and 
(ii)  above. 

(C)  At  the  hearing  applicants  shall 
first  present  and  complete  their  cases- 
in-chief  before  cross-examination  is 


undertaken.  Upon  completion  of  the 
presentation  of  applicants,  the  other 
parties  to  the  proceedings,  if  any,  in¬ 
cluding  Commission  Staff  Counsel,  may 
proceed  with  preliminary  cross-exami¬ 
nation  respecting  the  matters  and  issues 
involved  in  the  proceedings.  Upon  re¬ 
quest  of  any  party  to  the  proceedings, 
including  Commission  Staff  counsel,  the 
hearing  shall  be  recessed  by  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Examiner  for  such  time  or  times  as 
the  Examiner  may  find  appropriate  and 
reasonable  to  permit  proper  preparation 
for  full  cross-examination.  Following 
the  presentation  by  applicants,  and 
cross-examination  as  provided  above, 
opportunity  shall  then  be  afforded  the 
other  parties  to  present  testimony  and 
evidence.  Any  such  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  shall  then  be  subject  to  cross- 
examination.  Following  such  cross-ex¬ 
amination,  opportunity  shall  be  afforded 
Commission  Staff  counsel  (after  recess, 
if  requested)  to  present  evidence.  Such 
testimony  and  evidence  as  the  Staff 
offers  will  then  be  subject  to  cross-ex¬ 
amination,  after  which  an  opportunity 
will  be  afforded  applicants  to  offer  re¬ 
buttal  evidence. 

(D)  Upon  completion  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  as  provided  for  in  paragraph  (C), 
the  Presiding  Examiner  shall  fix  the 
date  for  the  filing  of  briefs,  if  not  waived 
by  the  parties,  including  Commission 
Staff  counsel. 

(E)  Applicants  shall,  not  later  than  7 
days  next  preceding  the  date  heretofore 
fixed  for  the  commencement  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  herein,  serve  upon  all  parties  to  these 
proceedings  copies  of  the  testimony  and 
exhibits  applicants  propose  to  offer  at 
the  hearing,  including  five  (5)  copies 
thereof  upon  Commission  Staff  counsel. 

(F)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

Adopted:  February  23, 1956. 

Issued :  February  28, 1956. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1631;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-9698,  etc.] 

Skelly  Oil  Co.  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

February  27,  1956. 

In  the  matters  of  Skelly  Oil  Company, 
Docket  Nos.  G-9698  and  G-9774;  Amer¬ 
ada  Petroleum  Corporation,  Docket  Nos. 
G-9727  and  G-9757;  Atlantic  Refining 
Company,  Docket  Nos.  G-9729,  G-9730, 
G-9754;  Mae  Gas  Company,  Docket  No. 
G-9731;  T.  Mayfield,  Well  Operator, 
Agent  for  R.  H.  Siegfried,  L.  F.  Rooney, 
Manhattan  Construction  Company,  T.  A. 
Hester,  and  M.  W.  Staples,  Docket  No. 
G-9737 ;  Coastal  Trend  Oil  and  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration,  Docket  No.  G-9745;  O.  Mes¬ 
senger  Gas  Company,  Geo.  W.  Miller, 
Docket  No.  G-9750;  Cabot  Carbon  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  G-9755;  Edwin  L.  Cox, 
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NOTICES 


Docket  Nos.  G-9756  and  G-9767;  Wm.  D. 
McBee,  Operator,  filing  for  himself  and 
for  Charles  Hornburg,  Jr.,  B.  G.  Byars, 
Paul  Raigorodsky,  and  George  E.  Allen, 
Docket  No.  G-9762;  The  Carter  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  G-9765;  The  Texas 
Company,  Docket  No.  G-9777;  Texas 
Gulf  Producing  Company,  Docket  No.  G- 
9783 ;  Imperial  Oil  of  Kansas,  Inc.,  Docket 
No.  G-9792;  Roy  G.  Hildreth,  Docket  No. 
G-9794;  John  J.  Redfern,  Jr.,  Docket  No. 
G-9796;  Walter  Reaser  Gas  Company, 
Docket  No.  G-9808 ;  Joe  Blalack,  Opera¬ 
tor,  filing  for  himself  and  on  behalf  of 
Jim  McMurray,  Docket  No.  G-9810;  Shell 
Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  G-9819 ;  Plains 
Exploration  Company,  Operator,  filing 
for  itself  and  on  behalf  of  Creekmore 
Drilling  Company,  Progress  Petroleum 
Company,  Whipple  Van  Ness  Jones  and 
William  E.  Porter,  Docket  No.  G-9831; 
Jack  L.  Hamon,  Docket  No.  G-9861. 

There  have  been  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  applications  as  here¬ 
inafter  specified. 

Docket  No.;  Location  of  Field;  Buyer 

G-9698  and  G-9774;  Hugoton  Field,  Hans¬ 
ford  County,  Texas;  Langlle-Mattix  and 
Teague  Fields,  Lea  County,  New  Mexico;  Pan¬ 
handle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company;  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Company. 

G-9727  and  G-9757;  Willow  Springs  Field, 
Gregg  County,  Texas;  Langlie-Mattix  and 
Teague  Fields,  Lea  County,  New  Mexico;  Ar¬ 
kansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company;  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Company. 

G-9729,  G-9730  and  G-9754;  Goldsmith 
North  Field,  Ector  County,  Texas;  Langlie- 
Mattix  and  Teague  Fields,  Lea  County,  New 
Mexico;  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

G-9731;  J.  H.  Mills,  et  al.,  lease,  Triadelphia 
District,  Logan  County,  West  Virginia;  Hope 
Natural  Gas  Company. 

G-9737;  West  Panhandle  Field,  Hutchinson 
County,  Texas;  Shamrock  Oil  and  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration. 

G-9745;  North  Cabeza  Creek  Field,  De  Witt 
and  Karnes  Counties,  Texas;  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Company. 

G-9750;  Stewarts  Creek  Field,  Baldwin, 
West  Virginia;  South  Penn  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

G-9755;  Three  Bar  Field,  Andrews  County, 
Texas;  Phillips  Petroleum  Company. 

G-9756  and  G-9757;  Leases  in  Morton 
County,  Kansas;  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe 
Line  Company. 

G-9762;  Sherman  Field,  Grayson  County, 
Texas;  Lone  Star  Gas  Company. 

G-9765;  Camrick  Southeast  Gas  Pool,  Texas 
County,  Oklahoma;  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America. 

G-9777;  Hugoton  Gas  Field,  Hansford 
County,  Texas;  Phillips  Petroleum  Company. 

G-9783;  Eunice  Field,  Lea  County,  New 
Mexico;  Permian  Basin  Pipe  Line  Company. 

G-9792;  Medicine  Lodge  Field,  Barber 
County,  Kansas;  Cities  Service  Gas  Company. 

G-9794;  J.  J.  Starcher  Lease,  Lee  District, 
Calhoun  County,  West  Virginia;  Hope  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company. 

G-9796;  Fulcher  Kutz  Gas  Pool,  San  Juan 
County,  New  Mexico;  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

G-9808;  Nutter  Run,  Glenville  District, 
Gilmer  County,  West  Virginia;  Carnegie  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company. 

G-9810;  Bethany  Field,  Panola  County, 
Texas;  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company. 

G-9819;  East  Sturgis  Oil  Field,  Texas 
County,  Oklahoma;  Cabot  Carbon  Company. 

G-9813;  McKenzie  Field,  Weld  County, 
Colorado;  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Inc. 

G-9861;  Cabeza  Creek  Area,  De  Witt 
County,  Texas;  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company. 


Applicants  produce  and  propose  to  sell 
natural  gas  for  transportation  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale,  as  indicated 
above. 

Each  Applicant  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity,  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing 
Applicants  to  render  services  as  herein¬ 
before  described,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully 
represented  in  the  applications,  which 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
for  public  inspection. 

These  matters  should  be  heard  on  a 
consolidated  record  and  disposed  of  as 
promptly  as  possible  under  the  applica¬ 
ble  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  March 
29,  1956,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  appli¬ 
cations:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  or 
(2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure.  Under  the  procedure 
herein  provided  for,  unless  otherwise 
notified,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  ap¬ 
plicants  to  appear  or  be  represented  at 
the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
March  14,  1956.  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuqua  y. 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1632;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-9746,  G-9759] 

Kirkwood  &  Company  and  Gulf  Oil 
Corporation 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

February  27, 1956. 

Take  notice  that  Kirkwood  &  Company 
and  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  (Applicants), 
whose  address  is  Alice,  Texas  and  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pennsylvania,  respectively,  filed 
on  December  5,  1955,  and  December  9, 
1955,  respectively  applications  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  authorizing  applicant  to  render 
service  as  hereinafter  described,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  all 
as  more  fully  represented  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  for  public  inspection. 


Applicants  produce  natural  gas  from 
Esch  Chance-Knowles  Unit  and  the 
Phillip  Fuchs  Lease  in  the  Meyersvilie 
Field,  DeWitt,  Victoria  and  Goliad  Coun¬ 
ties,  Texas,  which  they  propose  to  sell  at 
10.4  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia  plus 
0.20748  cent  for  tax  reimbursement  to 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corporation 
for  transportation  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  for  resale. 

Thfcse  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  April 
4,  1956,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C., 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented  by  such  applica¬ 
tions:  Provided,  however.  That  the  Com¬ 
mission  may,  after  a  non-contested  hear¬ 
ing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  ap¬ 
pear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  March 
19,  1956.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1633;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth  Section  Applications  for 
Relief 

February  29,  1956. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT  HAUL 

FSA  No.  31753:  Vegetables — Florida  to 
Canada.  Filed  by  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent, 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
celery,  and  other  vegetables,  carloads, 
from  specified  points  in  Florida  to 
Brantford,  Hamilton,  London,  Ottawa, 
Stratford,  Toronto,  Windsor,  Ontario, 
and  Montreal  and  Quebec,  Quebec, 
Canada. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Grouping  of  ori¬ 
gins  and  circuity. 

Tariff :  Supplement  48  to  Agent  Span- 
inger's  I.  C.  C.  1402. 


Saturday ,  March  3,  1956 

FSA  No.  31754:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles — Texas  to  Southern  points.  Filed 
by  f.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  iron  and  steel 
articles,  carloads,  also  pipe,  carloads 
(change  in  minimum  weights),  from 
Bond,  Dallas,  Fort  Worth,  Lone  Star, 
Longview,  Houston,  and  Orange,  Tex., 
and  other  named  points  grouped  with 
and  taking  same  rates  as  Houston,  to 
Helena,  Ark.,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Natchez, 
and  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  and  points  in 
southern  territory  east  thereof. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Short-line  dis¬ 
tance  formula  and  circuity. 

Tariff:  Supplement  44  to  Agent  Kratz- 
meir’s  I.  C.  C.  4170. 

FSA  No.  31755:  Asphalt — New  Eng¬ 
land  points  to  New  York.  Filed  jointly 
by  C.  W.  Boin  and  O.  E.  Swenson,  Agents, 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
asphalt  (asphaltum),  natural,  by-prod¬ 
ucts  or  petroleum,  other  than  paint,  stain 
or  varnish  and  tar  paving  or  roofing, 
tank-car  loads  from  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
points  in  Boston  switching  district,  Fall 
River,  Mass.,  East  Providence  Wharf, 
Fox  Point,  Harbor  Jet.,  Wharf,  Phillips- 
dale,  Providence  and  South  Providence, 
R.  I.,  and  New  Haven,  Conn.,  to  specified 
points  in  New  York  State. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Modified  short¬ 
line  distance  formula,  market  competi¬ 
tion,  and  circuity. 

Tariff:  Supplement  50  to  Boston  & 
Maine  Railroad  tariff  I.  C.  C.  A-3230  and 
two  other  tariffs. 

FSA  No.  31756:  Poultry  or  pigeon  grit 
in  Official  Territory.  Filed  jointly  by 
O.  E.  Swenson,  and  C.  W.  Boin,  Agents, 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
poultry  or  pigeon  grit  (other  than 
coated) ,  in  bulk,  in  bags,  carloads,  from 
Websterville,  Vt.,  and  West  Chelmsford, 
Mass.,  to  Destinations  in  central,  trunk¬ 
line  and  termini  territories  as  described 
in  the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Modified  short-line 
distance  formula,  market  competition, 
and  circuity. 

Tariffs:  Supplement  190  to  Agent 
Swenson’s  I.  C.  C.  591;  Supplement  50 
to  Boston  and  Maine  Railroad  tariff 
I.  C.  C.  No.  A-3230. 

FSA  No.  31757:  Cocoanut  oil — Locust 
Point,  Md.,  to  Chicago,  III.  Filed  by  C.  W. 
Boin,  Agent,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  cocoanut  oil,  tank-car  loads 
from  Locust  Point  (Baltimore),  Md.,  to 
Chicago,  Ill. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  of 
water  carriers  over  ocean-canal-lake 
routes  and  circuity. 

Tariff:  Supplement  100  to  Agent 
Boin’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  A-1015. 

FSA  No.  31758:  Sugar — North  Atlan¬ 
tic  ports  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.  Filed  by  C.  W.  Boin,  Agent,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  sugar, 
beet  or  cane,  liquid,  not  colored,  flavored 
or  medicated  or  invert  sugar,  in  bulk, 
in  drums  or  barrels,  and  in  tank  cars, 
carloads,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  Norfolk,  Va.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  Richmond,  Va.,  and  points  tak¬ 
ing  same  rates  as  from  named  ports  to 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  Louisville,  Ky. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Maintenance  of 
prescribed  rates  differentially  related  to 
those  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  other 
southern  ports,  and  circuitous  routes. 

No.  43 - 3 
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Tariff:  Supplement  1  to  Agent  Boin’s 
I.  C.  C.  A-1087. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1670;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[No.  MC-C-1932 ] 

Motor  Carriers  Traffic  Association, 
Inc. 

DISTANCE  CLASS  RATES — MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 
AND  NEW  ENGLAND;  ORDER  INSTITUTING 
INVESTIGATION 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Board  of  Suspension, 
held  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
the  27th  day  of  February  A.  D.  1956. 

There  being  under  consideration  the 
matter  of  rates  and  charges,  and  the 
rules,  regulations  and  practices  affecting 
such  rates  and  charges,  applicable  on 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  of  dis¬ 
tance  class  rates  and  provisions  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  as  set  forth  in  items 
2080,  2090,  3000  and  3005,  on  pages  2 
through  5  of  Supplement  No.  25  to  tariff 
MF-I.  C.  C.  No.  422  of  Motor  Carriers 
Traffic  Association,  Inc.,  Agent,  or  as 
same  may  be  amended  or  reissued; 

It  appearing  that  upon  consideration 
of  the  tariff  schedules  and  protests  there¬ 
to,  there  is  reason  to  institute  an  investi¬ 
gation  to  determine  whether  they  result 
in  rates  and  charges,  rules  or  regulations 
and  practices  that  are  unjust  and  un¬ 
reasonable  in  violation  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act;  and  good  cause  appear¬ 
ing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  an  investigation  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  instituted,  upon  the 
Commission’s  own  motion,  into  and  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges,  rules,  regulations  and  practices 
contained  in  said  schedules,  with  a  view 
to  making  such  findings  and  orders  in 
the  premises  as  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  shall  warrant. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  investi¬ 
gation  in  this  proceeding  shall  not  be 
confined  to  the  matters  and  issues  here¬ 
inbefore  stated  as  the  reason  for  insti¬ 
tuting  this  investigation,  but  shall  in¬ 
clude  all  matters  and  issues  with  respect 
to  the  lawfulness  of  the  said  rates, 
charges,  rules,  regulations  and  practices 
under  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Motor  Car¬ 
riers  Traffic  Association,  Inc.,  Agent  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  made  respondent  to  this 
proceeding;  that  a  copy  of  this  order  be 
forthwith  served  upon  the  said  respond¬ 
ent;  and  that  a  notice  of  this  proceeding 
be  given  the  public  by  posting  a  copy  of 
this  order  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  and  by  filing  a  copy 
with  the  Director,  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
matter  be  assigned  for  hearing  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  hereafter  fixed. 

By  the  Commission,  Board  of  Suspen¬ 
sion. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1671;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:53  a.  m.] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  70-3450] 

Lowell  Electric  Light  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  ISSUANCE  AND  SALE  OF 
PRINCIPAL  AMOUNT  OF  DEBENTURES 

February  28, 1956. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The  Lowell 
Electric  Light  Corporation  (“Lowell”), 
an  electric  utility  subsidiary  of  New 
England  Electric  System  (“NEES”),  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
an  application  with  this  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“the  act”)  and 
has  designated  section  6  (b)  of  the  act 
and  Rule  U-42  (b)  (2)  thereunder  as 
applicable  to  the  proposed  transactions 
which  are  summarized  as  follows: 

Lowell  proposes  to  issue  for  cash  on 
or  before  March  30,  1956,  to  The  First 
National  Bank  of  Boston  $6,000,000  ag¬ 
gregate  principal  amount  of  debentures, 
due  in  three  years  and  bearing  an  inter¬ 
est  rate  of  3!/2  percent  for  the  first  year 
and  3%  percent  thereafter  to  maturity. 
It  is  stated  that  the  present  prime  inter¬ 
est  rate  for  short-term  notes  is  3  V2  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  and  that  the  proposed 
debentures  are  prepayable,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  at  any  time  without  premium 
unless  prepaid  with  funds  obtained  from 
another  banking  organization  at  a  lower 
interest  rate,  in  which  case  a  premium 
of  1  percent  must  be  paid. 

Lowell  states  that  the  proceeds  derived 
from  the  proposed  debentures  will  be 
used  to  pay  short-term  bank  borrowings 
presently  outstanding  in  the  aggregate 
principal  amount  of  $5,700,000  and  due 
March  30,  1956,  and  to  pay  for  capital¬ 
izable  expenditures  or  to  reimburse  its 
treasury  therefor.  According  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  it  is  contemplated  that  during 
1956  Lowell  will  be  involved  in  a  merger 
with  certain  other  subsidiaries  of  NEES 
and  it  is  expected  that  the  resultant 
company  will  issue  bonds  the  proceeds 
of  which  will  be  used,  in  part,  to  retire 
the  debentures  proposed  to  be  issued  by 
Lowell. 

The  application  states  that  the  issue 
and  sale  of  the  debentures  are  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  financing  the  business  of 
Lowell  and,  upon  approval  by  the  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Department  of  Public  Utilities 
with  which  an  application  has  been  filed, 
will  be  expressly  authorized  by  the  State 
commission  in  which  Lowell  is  organized 
and  doing  business.  The  application 
further  states  that  incidental  services  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  issuance 
and  sale  of  said  debentures  will  be  per¬ 
formed  at  cost  by  New  England  Power 
Service  Company,  an  affiliated  service 
company,  such  cost  being  estimated  not 
to  exceed  $2,400,  with  the  total  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  issuance 
and  sale  of  the  debentures,  including 
original  issue  stamp  taxes  of  $6,600,  being 
estimated  not  to  exceed  $9,000.  The  ap¬ 
plication  further  states  that  no  other 
State  Commission  and  no  Federal  Com¬ 
mission,  other  than  this  Commission,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 
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NOTICES 


Lowell  requests  that  the  Commission’s 
order  herein  become  effective  forthwith 
upon  issuance. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  March 
15,  1956,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  request  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  that  a  hearing  be  held 
on  such  matter,  stating  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  request 
and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law,  if  any, 
raised  by  the  said  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert,  or  may  request  that 
he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  said  application,  as  filed  or  as 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided  in 
Rule  U-23  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  act,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemption  from  its 
rules  as  provided  in  Rule  U-20  (a)  and 
Rule  U-100  or  take  such  other  action  as 
it  may  deem  appropriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1635;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Pile  No.  70-3439] 

Central  and  South  West  Corp.  et  al. 

ORDER  GRANTING  AND  PERMITTING  TO  BE¬ 
COME  EFFECTIVE  AN  APPLICATION-DECLA¬ 
RATION  REGARDING  PROPOSED  ISSUE  AND 
SALE  BY  PARENT  OF  BANK  LOAN  NOTES  AND 
ISSUE  AND  SALE  BY  SUBSIDIARIES  TO 
PARENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  COMMON  STOCK 

February  28, 1956. 

In  the  matter  of  Central  and  South 
West  Corporation,  Central  Power  and 
Light  Company,  Public  Service  Company 
of  Oklahoma,  Southwestern  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  West  Texas  Utilities 
Company;  File  No.  70-3439. 

Central  and  South  West  Corporation 
(“Central”),  a  registered  holding  com¬ 
pany,  and  its  public  utility  subsidiaries, 
Central  Power  and  Light  Company 
(“Central  Power”) ,  Public  Service  Com¬ 
pany  of  Oklahoma  (“Public  Service”), 
Southwestern  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(“Southwestern”) ,  and  West  Texas  Utili¬ 
ties  Company  (“West  Texas”),  having 
filed  a  joint  application-declaration  and 
amendments  thereto,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  6,  7,  9,  and  10  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  ("act”), 
regarding  certain  proposed  transactions. 
Which  are  summarized  as  follows: 

Central  proposes,  pursuant  to  a  bank 
loan  agreement  to  be  dated  as  of  January 
20,  1956,  to  borrow  on  or  about  March  1, 
1956,  but  not  later  than  March  20,  1956, 
from  the  following  banks  the  amounts 
shown  below : 

The  First  National  Bank  of  Chi¬ 
cago - $2, 625,  000 

Bankers  Trust  Co.,  New  York, 

N.  Y. . .  1,  875,  000 

The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  New 

York,  N.  Y _  1,875,000 

Harris  Trust  &  Savings  Bank, 

Chicago,  111 _ 750,  000 

Equitable  Security  Trust  Co.,  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del _ 375,  000 


Total _  7,  500,  000 


The  borrowings  are  to  be  evidenced 
by  five  unsecured  notes  to  be  dated  as 
of  the  date  of  the  borrowings,  to  mature 
March  1,  1958,  and  to  bear  interest  at 
3x/2  percent  per  annum,  payable  semi¬ 
annually  on  March  1  and  September  1 
in  each  year.  The  notes  are  to  be  pre¬ 
payable  by  the  company  at  any  time  in 
whole  or  in  part  without  premium  or 
penalty,  except  that  if  prepayment  is 
made  from  the  proceeds  of  any  bank 
borrowings,  other  than  from  the  above 
banks,  a  prepayment  premium  shall  be 
paid  equal  to  V2  of  1  percent  of  the  sum 
being  prepaid.  Central  states  that  it 
contemplates  paying  off  the  notes  at  or 
before  their  maturity  out  of  the  proceeds 
of  equity  financing  to  be  consummated 
in  1957.  Central  has  agreed  that  the 
securities  to  be  issued  by  it  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  discharging  the  $7,500,000  of 
notes  proposed  to  be  issued  will  meet  the 
requirements  of  section  7  (c)  (1)  of  the 
act  or  that  it  will  demonstrate  that  such 
securities  are  for  necessary  and  urgent 
corporate  purposes  and  that  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  7  (c)  (1)  would  impose 
an  unreasonable  financial  burden  upon 
Central  and  are  not  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  in  the  public  interest  or  for  the 
protection  of  investors  or  consumers. 

The  proceeds  from  the  proposed  bank 
borrowings,  together  with  $2,000,000  of 
treasury  cash,  will  be  used  by  Central, 
on  or  shortly  after  the  date  of  the  bor¬ 
rowings,  to  purchase,  at  their  par  value 
($10  per  share  in  each  case),  additional 
shares  of  common  stock  to  be  issued  by 
its  principal  subsidiaries  as  follows: 


Issuer 

Shares 

Consider¬ 

ation 

300.000 

300,000 

300,000 

50,000 

$3,000,000 

3,000,000 

3,000,000 

500.000 

8,500,000 

The  proceeds  from  the  proposed  issues 
and  sales  of  common  stock  by  the  above 
subsidiary  companies  are  to  be  used  to 
finance  a  portion  of  their  respective  con¬ 
struction  programs,  which  for  1956  and 
1957  are  estimated  at  an  aggregate  of 
approximately  $138,600,000,  of  which  ap¬ 
proximately  $71,000,000  is  budgeted  for 
1956. 

Central  Power,  Southwestern,  and 
West  Texas  propose  to  amend  their  re¬ 
spective  Articles  or  Certificate  of  Incor¬ 
poration  or  Charter  to  increase  the  total 
number  of  authorized  shares  of  common 
stock,  respectively,  as  follows:  Central 
Power  from  3,497,300  to  4,500,000  shares; 
Southwestern  from  2,500,000  to  3,000,000 
shares;  and  West  Texas  from  1,400,000 
to  1,450,000  shares. 

It  is  stated  that  no  State  commission, 
and  no  Federal  commission  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions,  except  that 
the  Corporation  Commission  of  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  issue  and  sale  by  Public  Service 
of  300,000  additional  shares  of  its  com¬ 
mon  stock.  The  Corporation  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Oklahoma  by  order  entered  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1956,  authorized  the  issue  and 
sale  by  Public  Service  on  or  after  March 
1,  1956,  of  said  300,000  additional  shares 
of  its  common  stock. 


No  counsel  fees  are  to  be  paid  other 
than  the  annual  retainers  payable  to 
Stevenson,  Dendtler,  Bailey  &  McCabe, 
counsel  for  Central  and  its  subsidiaries. 
The  portions  of  such  retainer  allocable 
to  the  various  companies  in  connection 
with  the  respective  proposed  transactions 
are  estimated  at  the  following  amounts: 
$750  to  Central,  $500  each  to  Central 
Power,  Southwestern,  and  West  Texas, 
and  $250  to  Public  Service.  No  service 
company  compensation  or  expenses  for 
services  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions  are  to  be  paid  other  than 
the  annual  retainer  payable  to  Middle 
West  Service  Company,  the  portion 
thereof  allocable  to  such  transactions  be¬ 
ing  estimated  at  $750,  all  of  which  is  to 
be  paid  by  Central.  Central’s  other  ex¬ 
penses  are  estimated  at  not  to  exceed 
$500,  and  the  estimated  other  expenses, 
largely  original  issue  taxes,  of  the  sub¬ 
sidiaries  are:  Central  Power,  $3,400; 
Southwestern,  $3,600;  West  Texas,  $650; 
and  Public  Service,  $3,400. 

Due  notice  having  been  given  of  the 
filing  of  the  application-declaration  in 
the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Rule  U-23, 
and  no  hearing  having  been  requested  of 
or  ordered  by  the  Commission;  and 

The  Commission  finding  that  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  act  and  the 
rules  thereunder  are  satisfied  and  that 
no  adverse  findings  are  required,  and  it 
appearing  that  the  estimated  fees  and 
expenses  are  not  unreasonable,  and  the 
Commission  deeming  it  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  and  in  the  interest 
of  investors  and  consumers  that  said 
application-declaration  as  amended  be 
granted  and  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  forthwith. 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-23 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act, 
that  said  application-declaration  as 
amended  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  granted 
and  permitted  to  become  effective  forth¬ 
with,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
prescribed  in  Rule  U-24. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1636;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


SUBVERSIVE  ACTIVITIES 
CONTROL  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  104-53] 

National  Council  of  American-Soviet 
Friendship,  Inc. 

REGISTRATION  AS  COMMUNIST-FRONT 
ORGANIZATION 

Herbert  Brownell,  Jr.,  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States,  petitioner,  v. 
National  Council  of  American-Soviet 
Friendship,  Inc.,  respondent. 

Upon  hearings  duly  held  by  the  Board 
on  a  petition  filed  by  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States,  acting  pursuant 
to  section  13  (g)  of  the  Subversive  Ac¬ 
tivities  Control  Act  of  1950  (Title  I  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950,  64  Stat. 
987,  et  seq.)  the  Board  on  February  7, 
1956,  issued  and  caused  to  be  served  on 
the  parties  of  record,  an  order  reading  as 
follows: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


Saturday,  March  3,  1956 

Having  this  day  issued  its  Report  in  which, 
after  a  hearing  upon  a  petition  filed  under 
6ubsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950,  as  amended, 
the  Board  finds  that  the  National  Council 
of  American-Soviet  Friendship,  Inc.,  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  is  a  Communist-front  or¬ 
ganization  under  the  provisions  of  the  said 
act,  it  is 

Ordered  that  the  National  Council  of 
American-Soviet  Friendship,  Inc.,  shall  reg¬ 
ister  as  a  Communist -front  organization 
under  section  7  of  the  said  act. 

By  the  Board. 

(Signed)  Thomas  J.  Herbert,  Chairman, 
(Signed)  Kathryn  McHale,  Member,  (Signed) 
Francis  A.  Cherry,  Member,  (Signed)  Harry 
p.  Cain,  Member;  Vacancy. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

February  7, 1956. 

(seal]  Thomas  J.  Herbert, 

Chairman. 

February  27, 1956. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1637;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  107-53] 

Jefferson  School  of  Social  Science 

registration  as  communist-front 
organization 

Herbert  Brownell,  Jr.,  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States,  petitioner,  v. 
Jefferson  School  of  Social  Science, 
respondent. 

Upon  hearings  duly  held  by  the  Board 
on  a  petition  filed  by  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States,  acting  pursuant 
to  section  13  (g)  of  the  Subversive  Activi¬ 
ties  Control  Act  of  1950  (Title  I  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950,  64  Stat. 
987,  et  seq.)  the  Board  on  June  30,  1955, 
issued  and  caused  to  be  served  on  the 
parties  of  record,  an  order  reading  as 
follows: 

Having  this  day  issued  its  Report  in  which, 
after  a  hearing  upon  a  petition  filed  under 
subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950,  as  amended, 
the  Board  finds  that  the  Jefferson  School  of 
Social  Science,  respondent  herein,  is  a  Com¬ 
munist-front  organization  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  said  act,  it  is 

Ordered  that  the  Jefferson  School  of  Social 
Science  shall  register  as  a  Communist-front 
organization  pursuant  to  the  said  act. 

By  the  Board. 

(Signed)  Thomas  J.  Herbert,  Chairman, 
(Signed)  Harry  P.  Cain,  Member,  (Signed) 
David  J.  Coddaire,  Member,  (Signed)  Kathryn 
McHale,  Member. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

June  30,  1955. 

[seal]  Thomas  J.  Herbert, 

Chairman. 

February  27, 1956. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1638;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


department  of  agriculture 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Washington 

disaster  assistance;  delineation  of 

AREAS 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  875,  81st  Con¬ 
gress,  the  President  determined  on  Janu¬ 


ary  24,  1956,  that  a  major  disaster  oc¬ 
casioned  by  extremely  severe  winter 
weather  existed  in  the  State  of  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administration  (18  F.  R. 
4609;  19  F.  R.  2148,  5364;  20  F.  R.  4664) , 
and  for  the  purposes  of  section  2  (d) 
of  Public  Law  38,  81st  Congress,  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  115,  83d  Con¬ 
gress,  and  section  301  of  Public  Law 
480,  83d  Congress,  the  following  areas 
in  the  State  of  Washington  were  de¬ 
termined  on  February  17,  1956,  to  be 
affected  by  the  above-mentioned  major 
disaster. 

Washington 

Clallam,  Jefferson,  Grays  Harbor,  Mason, 
Thurston,  Lewis,  Pierce,  King,  Snohomish, 
Skagit,  Whatcom. 

Pacific  (except  that  portion  of  Pacific 
County  that  falls  south  of  a  line  running  due 
west  following  the  north  boundary  line  of 
Wahkiakum  County  to  the  west  boundary 
of  Pacific  County). 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  28th 
day  of  February  1956. 

[seal]  True  D.  Morse, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1663;  Filed,  Mar.  2.  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.J 


Washington 

disaster  assistance  ;  delineation  of  area 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  875,  81st  Con¬ 
gress,  the  President  determined  on  Jan¬ 
uary  24,  1956,  that  a  major  disaster  oc¬ 
casioned  by  extremely  severe  winter 
weather  existed  in  the  State  of  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator,  Federal  Civil 
Defense  Administration  (18  F.  R.  4609; 
19  F.  R.  2148,  5364;  20  F.  R.  4664),  and 
for  the  purposes  of  section  2  (d)  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  38,  81st  Congress,  as  amended  by 
Public  Law  115, 83d  Congress,  and  section 
301  of  Public  Law  480,  83d  Congress,  Kit¬ 
sap  County,  Washington,  was  determined 
on  February  24,  1956,  to  be  affected  by 
the  above-mentioned  major  disaster. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  28th 
day  of  February  1956. 

[seal]  True  D.  Morse, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1664;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.J 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

[Administrative  Order  T-752] 

Oregon 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

January  5, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration: 
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Loan  designation :  Amount 

Estacada  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Company,  Oregon  522-A 
Estacada _  1  $434,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1641;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-753] 

Texas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

January  5, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Home  Telephone  &  Electric 

Company,  Texas  599-A  Baird.  1  $380,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1642;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-754] 
Oklahoma 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

January  10, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Panhandle  Telephone  Co-op., 

Inc.,  Oklahoma  530A-Hooker_  1  $515,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1643;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-755] 
Louisiana 

loan  announcement 

January  11,  1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Cameron  Telephone  Company, 

Louisiana  515-D  Sulphur _ $630,  000 


[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1644;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.J 
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NOTICES 


[Administrative  Order  T-756] 
Minnesota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

January  12, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Rothsay  Telephone  Company, 

Inc.,  Minnesota  516-A  Roth¬ 
say . . . . 1 $247,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 
Administrator. 


[seal] 


Fred  H.  Strong, 
Acting  Administrator. 


the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Rural  Telephone  Service  Com¬ 
pany,  Kansas  537-B  Rural _ _  $471,  000 


[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1645;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-757J 
Pennsylvania 
loan  announcement 

January  17, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Lewisberry  Telephone  Company, 
Pennsylvania  519-A  Lewis- 
berry _ 1 $428,  000 

‘Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 
Administrator. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1648;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-760] 

North  Carolina 

loan  announcement;  amendment 
January  24, 1956. 

I  hereby  amend:  (a)  Administrative 
Order  No.  T-237,  dated  December  3, 
1952,  by  decreasing  the  loan  of  $350,000 
therein  made  for  “Randolph  Telephone 
Company — North  Carolina  522-A  Ran¬ 
dolph”  by  $113,000  so  that  the  decreased 
loan  shall  be  $237,000. 

[seal]  Robert  T.  Beall, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1649;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1646;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-758] 
Kentucky 

loan  announcement;  amendment 
January  17, 1956. 

I  hereby  amend:  (a)  Administrative 
Order  No.  T-501,  dated  September  24, 
1954,  by  rescinding  the  loan  of  $886,000 
therein  made  for  “Twin  County  Rural 
Telephone  Cooperative  Corporation, 
Inc. — Kentucky  527-A  Twin  County”. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1647;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.l 


[Administrative  Order  T-759] 

Kansas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

January  20, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 


[Administrative  Order  T-761] 
Virginia 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

January  26, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Fredericksburg  and  Wilderness 
Telephone  Company,  Inc.,  Vir¬ 
ginia  501-C  Fredericksburg _ $106,  000 


[SEAL] 


Fred  H.  Strong, 
Acting  Administrator. 


[Administrative  Order  T-763] 

Idaho 

loan  announcement 

February  6, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Project  Mutual  Telephone  Coop¬ 
erative  Association,  Inc.,  Idaho 
505— B  Project  Mutual _ $455,000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1652;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-764] 
Georgia 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  6, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Ellijay  Telephone  Company, 

Georgia  516-B  Ellijay . $46,000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1653;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.) 


[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1650;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[  Administrative  Order  T-762  ] 

Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  2, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Clay  County  Rural  Telephone 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  Indiana  524- 
B  Clay  County _ $358,  000 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 
Administrator. 


[Administrative  Order  T-765] 
Kansas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  6, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Pioneer  Telephone  Association, 

Inc.,  Kansas  543-B  Pioneer _ $795,  000 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 
Administrator. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1651;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m  ] 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1654;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-766] 

Iowa 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  10, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
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Saturday ,  March  3,  1956 

the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Griswold  Cooperative  Telephone 
Company,  Iowa  511-C  Griswold-  $153,  000 

[SEAL]  ANCHER  NELSEN, 

Administrator. 

|F  R.  Doc.  56-1655;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-767] 
Colorado 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  10,  1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Eastern  Slope  Rural  Telephone 
Association,  Inc.,  Colorado 
514-B  Eastern  Slope _ $293,  000 


[seal!  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1656;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-768] 
Nebraska 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  14, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Diller  Telephone  Company,  Ne¬ 
braska  527-A  Diller. . 1  $382,  000 

Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  56-1657;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-769] 
Wisconsin 
LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  14, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Citizens  Telephone  Cooperative, 

Inc.,  Wisconsin  519-A  New 
Auburn _ 1  $335,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1658;  Filed,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-770] 

Texas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  14,  1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Palo  Pinto  Telephone  Company, 

Inc.,  Texas  598-A  Palo  Pinto-  1  $208, 000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1659;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-771] 
Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  14, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 


behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Smithville  Telephone  Company, 

Indiana  503-C  Smithville _ $337,000 


[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1660;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-772] 
Massachusetts 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  15, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Granby  Telephone  and  Telegraph 
Company  of  Massachusetts, 
Massachusetts  501-C  Granby__  $117,000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1661;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-773J 
Texas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

February  15, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

SCVAK  Telephone  Company,  In¬ 
corporated,  Texas  524-A  (Re¬ 
vised)  and  B  Big  Spring _ $63,000 


[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-1662;  Piled,  Mar.  2,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


